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Thos Enveonmental Asseswment. Decrsom Record and Finding of No Significant Impacts (PONS) for the 
proposed Mowntam Cras Resources. Im Rendezvous Phase ['V Natural (sas Popeline Progect are farneshed 
for your wmformation The decrson on thrs proyect was based wpon the analyses om the Fay ronmental 


Assesement. pula comcerms and comments. and other multente ase resource ofyectives oF programs that 


apply to the propect 
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Kelly Lamborn 

NEPA Propect Lead 

Bureau of Land Management 
‘12 Highway 189 North 
Kemmerer WY 8110! 
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‘_Favwommental Assesement 


FINDING OF NO SIGNIFICANT IMPACT 
MOUNTAIN GAS RESOURCES. INC. 
RENDEZVOUS PHASE IV 
NATURAL GAS PIPELINE PROJECT 


Based on my rewew of the analyss of the Rendezvous Phase !V Natural Gas Pipeline 
Project Enwronmental Assessment (EA) (Septernber 2003). | have determined that the 
proposed action is in comformance with the approved land use plans and will not have any 
signiicant mmpacts on the human enwronment. Therefore, an environmental impact 
Staternemt s not required Further explanation of the finding is provided below 


The EA shows that adverse wnpacts to surface ownership/use and grazing: livestock 
management, socioeconorwcs environmental justice, cultural resources, paleontology, 
solls'watersheds water resources. ai" Quality’nowe, vegetation ripanan areas, wildite and 
fishenes. threatened. endangered candidate and special status species. visual resources. 
and frorn the use of hazardous matenais would all be minor, short term, necessary and Gue 
impacts. Potentially substantia! positrve econormuc impacts could resull for the companies, 
and local. state and federal governments 


The Kernmmerer Resource Management Plan and the Green River Resource Area 
Management Plan provide for the use of these lands for of and natural gas development. 
The Proposed Action would be in conformance with these land use plans, and amendments 
to the plans would not be necessary to enplement the Proposed Action 
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SUMMARY OF THE DEVELOPMENT PROPOSAL 


Mountain Gas Resources, Inc. (MGR) is proposing to construct approximately 37.6 miles 
(23.8 miles on Federal lands) of 20-inch natural gas pipeline trom MGR's Granger Plant 
in the SE% of section 16, TIGN, R111W, Sweetwater County, Wyoming to MGR's 
Fontenelle Compressor Station in the W'sSE% of section 14, T24N, RITIW, 


16-inch pipeline from the Fontenelle Compressor Station to the Bird Canyon 
Compressor Station in the NE“NE% of section 34, T27N, Rh111W. Sublette County, 
Wyorwng: and related facilities (including valves. pigging equipment, side taps, and 
metering equipment) to transport natural gas produced from the Jonah, Moxa Arch, and 
Fontenetie freids for delivery to multiple markets. 


The total length of the pipeline is approximately 55.5 miles, 41.7 miles of which are on 
Federal lands managed by both the Bureau of Land Management (BLM) and the Bureau 
of Reclamation (BOR, MGR is requesting a 70 foot wide corricor for construction, 
which will be reduced to @ permanent right-of-way width of SO feet. Additional space 


it is the decision of the Acting Field Manager, Rock Springs Field Office to approve 
MGR's proposed project as described under the proposed action. Approval allows the 
authorization of necessary permits and rights-of-way on public lands admunistered by the 
BLM to MGP to implement this project. 


Approval is Conditioned upon and subject to the following requirements: 


MGR will implement the operator committed resource protection measures 

described in Section 2.3 of the Environmental Assessment. 

¢ Direct impacts to the Sublette Cutoff, the East Bank Kinney Cutoff, and the Siate 
Creek Cutoff are prohibited. The areas where these sites are crossed by the 
project will be fenced so as to prohibit construction damages to the trail ruts. All 
fences will extend a minimurn of 50 feet each side of the trail center point for a 
total of 100 feet. The position of the fence will be detr mined by a permitted 
archaeologist. 

e All surface disturbing activity within 200 feet of the Sublette Cutoff, the East Bank 
Kinney Cutoff and the Slate Creek Cutoff will be monitored by an archaeologist 
who meets or exceeds the qualification standards recommended by the 
Secretary of the interior. 

e Construction and reclamation activities on or within a mile of the Green River will 
be completed prior to November 26 for the protection of winter habitat for baid 
eagies 

¢ Monitoring inspections conducted by BLM and MGR will be based upon these 

requirements which will be applied to all surface disturbing activities. BLM will 

conduct monitoring inspections of construction and rehabilitation operations 
through a compliance officer and/or inter-disciplinary team to ensure that these 
measures are effectively implemented 
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ALTERNATIVES CONSIDERED INCLUDING THE PROPOSED ACTION 


Two alternatives (proposed action and no action) were considered and analyzed in 
Getail 


Proposed Action - The proposed development would involve constructing a 16 and 20- 
inch natura! gas pipeline, beginning at MGR's Granger Plant located in section 16, 
TIGN, R111W, Sweetwater County, Wyoming and terminating at the Bird Canyon 
Compressor Station located in section 34, T27N, R111W., Sublette County, Wyoming, for 
a total of 55.5 miles, 41.7 miles on Federal land 


No action - The no action alternative was analyzed in detail, Under the no action 
alternative, the proposed action would not be constructed No ground would be 
disturbed, and no mmpacts to the existing pliysical or biological environment would take 
place. Current land and resource uses would continue. Economic return to the 
operators, anc Federal and Local governments would be delayed, and a hardship would 
be placed on the operator's ability to process produced gas and relay that gas to market. 


MANAGEMENT CONSIDERATIONS/RATIONALE FOR DECISION 


management objectives for the area The Kemmerer and Green River 
Resource Management Plans state that public land in the area of 


2) Relevant Resource and Economic Considerations. Enwronmenta! 


3) Agency Statutory Requirements. A! pertine vt statutory requirements 
applicable to thus proposal were considered These include consultation 
with US Fish and Wiidite Service regarding threatened and endangered 
species, Consultation with the Corps of Engineers, and coordination with 
the State of Wyoming regarding wildlife, cultural resources, environmental 
Quality, and oll and gas conservation 


4) National Policy. Private exploration and development of federal of and 


gas leases 16 an integral part of the BLM ol and gas leasing program 
under authority of the Mineral Leasing Act of 1920 and the Federal Land 


the mitigation measures identified in the EA represent practicable means 
to @vond OF rrunumize enwronmental harm. 


6) =‘ Finding of No Significant impact. As discussed in the EA. the direct 
and indirect incremental change to the environment introduced by 


7) 


needs for ol and gas while at the same time allowing humans to coexist with nature in a 
The long-term productivity of the area would neither be lost nor substantially reduced as 


construction to validate construction reciamnation. other approved design. and 
compliance commensurate with provisions of this Decision Record MGR will be 
required to conduct monitoring of the project in cooperation with BLM. MGR will monitor 
ts reclamation to ensure that revegetation meets the accepted standards Appropriate 
remnedial action will be taken by MGR in the event unacceptable rnpacts are Wentified 
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APPEAL 
This Gecision is subject to appeal as detailed below 


INFORMATION ON TAKING APPEALS TO THE BOARD OF LAND APPEALS 
FOLLOWS: 


DO NOT APPEAL UNLESS 
1. This decision is adverse to you. 
AND 
2 You beheve @ is incorrect. 


IF YOU APPEAL, THE FOLLOWING PROCEDURES MUST BE FOLLOWED: 


1 NOTICE OF APPEAL Within 30 days of the receipt of this decision, file 
a Notice of Appeal in the office which issued this 
decision (see 43 CFR 4411 and 4413). You 
may State your reas ~"s for appealing, # you 
desire 

2 WHERE TO FILE Field Manager, Rock Springs Field Office 

NOTICE OF APPEAL 280 Highway 191 North 
Rock Springs, Wyoming 62901 
ALSO SEND COPY Office of the Regional Solicitor 
TO SOLICITOR Rocky Mountain Region 
755 Partet Street, Suite 151 


Lakewood Colorado 80215 
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Wittun 30 days after filing the Notice of Appeal, 
REASONS file a cornplete staternent of the reasons why you 
are appealing This must be filed with the United 
States Department of the interior, Office of the 
Secretary, Board of Land Appeals, 4015 Wison 
Boulevard, Arlington, Virginia 22203 (see 43 CFR 
4.412 and 4.413). if you fully stated your reasons 
for appealing when filing the Notice of Appeal, no 
additional staternent is necessary 


ALSO SEND COPY Office of the Regional Solicitor 
TO SOLICITOR Rocky Mountain Region 
755 Partet Street, Suite 151 
Lakewood, Colorado 60215 


UNLESS THESE PROCEDURES ARE FOLLOWED YOUR APPEAL WILL BE SUBJECT TO 
(SEE 43 CFR SEC 4.402) BE CERTAIN THAT ALL COMMUNICATIONS ARE 


5 PROOF OF SERVICE Within 15 days afier any document is served on 


SUBPART 1621 2—OFFICE HOURS, TIME AND PLACE 


Sec. 1821 2-1 Office Hours of State Office 

(a) State Officer and the Washington Office of the Bureau of Land Managernert are 
apen to the public for the filing of docurnents and inspection of records during the hours 
specified in ths paragraph on Monday through Friday of each week with the exception 
of those days where the office may be closed because of a national holiday or 
Presidential or other adrrurustrative order The hours during which the State Offices and 


Geerned to be filed as of the day and hour the office apens to the public 


Sec. 1821-2.2(e) Amy doournent required by lew, regulation, or decision to be filed 
within @ stated period, the last day of which falls on a day the State Office or the 
Washington Office is officially closed shall be deemed to be timely filed # it 6 recerved in 
the appropriate office on the next day the office is apen to the pubic 
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Standards tor Optarung a Stay 


Except as otherwse provided by law or ofher periment regulation a petition tor a stay of 
a Gearon pending anpea! shal show sutmert justification based on the toliowing 
Standards 

' The reiatrve harm to the partes # the stay «@ granted or Gerned 

2 The likelihood of the appellant's success on the merits 

3 The likelihood of rmnediate and rreparabie harm / the stay is not granted 


4 Whether the pubic imterest favors granting the stay 
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APPENDIX A 


SUMMARY OF COMMENTS AND BLS RESPONSE 

TO THE SCOPING NOTICE FOR 

MOUNT AIN GAS RESOURCE INC S 
RENDETZVOUS PHASE Iv 

NATURAL GAS PIPELINE PROJECT 


Ser comment ietiers were receved during the scaping perad that ended February 10 2003 
1) Offce of Federa! Land Policy, State of Wyoming 2) The Shoshone Bannock Tribes 3) 
Ecotagical Services USFWS 4) Petroteurm Assoauation of Wyormng 5) Qwest 6) Wyormng 
Oepartmert of Transportation 


Office of Federal Land Policy State of Wyorning 

They forwarded letters from the State Meitorc Preservation Office Wyormng Department of 
Transportation Wyormmg Department of Agroufture and Wyommg Game and Fish 
Department and the Office of State | ands anc trvestments 
State Historic Preservation Office 


They sted Section 106 of the National Metork Preservation Act and Advisory Cownol 


of thes preyect and requested early contact with the Destrict Mamtenance F ngreer 


Wyoming Game and ah Department 


F appressed concern thal the environmental assessment address adequate reciamation of the 
pipeine corridor and speciically addressed concern over the crossing of the Green River 
arid the Blacks Fork River 


Wyoming Department of Agriculture 

Requeried that BLM Officials comtirwe to work with al grazing permittees and agriouiture 
producers aflected by thus progect to warm of thew concerns and recommendations about the 
proposed pokows and actions regarding thus proyect 

Office of State Lands and investments 


A;suming Mourtam Gas Resources inc wil comply with the Rules and 
adapted by te Board of Land Commuiasioners # accordance wih WS 36-2-1C* and WS 
36-09-1186 mm the evert ¢ «@ necessary to traverse state lands and wil be sensitive to state 


i 
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land access «sues ow Office has mo spect concerns regardrg Ma acton af fs prmture 
of the NEPA process 


Sector 106 comautaton has been competed and comourrence fas heer rece wed from the 
State HMatore Preservation Offme on August 19 2003 


Concerns expressed by the Vityoming Department of Travapottaton were forwarded to 
Mourtan Gas Resources inc to mcorporsie mio ther proyect planning 


Recianatrn —& © very enportant concern to the BL and a recia™aton plan has beer 
MCOrpOr ated imo the pian of devetapmert for tha prowect The Green River and Biacts F ort 
River wil be bored 80 a8 to murrmre the effects to sensitive native fam apeces Marl acou m 
the Green River dramage 


in preparing the E>wronnerntal Assessment we have dentfied a! users that would be 
aected by fs acton that are authorized Trough BLM permits The proyect wil be 
momtored by BLM and MGR to ensure that grazing permittees are notfed when the 
comstruchon ail be within ther area of use §=Rarmnps for the use of hvestoc® wiki horses 
and othe widite have been moorporated mito the plan of devetupmern to prov. Je escape m 
the event that something does fall to the trench 


The Shoshone Bannoct Tribes 


Teme Shoshone Rarmock HMertage Trial Office recommended that the following mmums te 
ackire sed in the environmental asse ssrent 


Protection of Cultural Resources 

Amourt of ground deaturbance required for thes progect 
Caordination and commutation with tribes 
Affects to witctite 


These tems have been addressed m the environmental droument The entire route has 
been inventoried and concurrence has been recewed from the Wyorwng State Mstonca! 


Ecotogical Service United States fish and Widitte Service (Service) 


in accordance with section 7 of the Endangered Specs Act of 1973 (Act) as amended (50 
CFR § 402 13) of thed Act they provided a lst of threatened of endangered species or 
apeces proposed for sting urider the Act that my be present im the preyect area 


Ths bet was Used to determine what surveys were required for the proposal Results of the 
Surveys and mwtigation that wil be apphed has been supped to the Service to complete 
secton ’ commutation VWe have recewed concurrence of delermnations made by the 
Bureau of Land Management for thus prayect on August 28 2003 


// 
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Petroteum Association Of Wyormng 

The Petroleum Association cof Wyoming (P AsV) supports the propose 
Trae you for your comrmre rs 

Qwest 


idertiéred an exic*ing "her cable buried rorth of Mountam Gas Resources inc m section 1€ 
TTON, RTT7W running eas! and west Then fiber turns and «@ buried north fom section 17 
(Uta Develapmert Company) secton 6 (BLM) section § (Uinta Develapmert Company) 
west on County Road 4-2 and north on OCR 4-16 into Granger 


Ths @ern of concern has heen passed on to Mourntam Gas Resources inc to moorporate 
to * es planning 


Wy | ony Department of Transportation 


In @ second letter Wyoming Department of Transportation outlined proyects that have been 
plat ned in the future at locations were the pipeline wil cross WYO 372 and US 30 
additional projects associated with WYO 372 for FY¥2004 and a praject on US 30 in FY 
2007 


Ths information has been passed on to Mountam Gas Resources inc to moorporate mto 
ther planrung 


(BLM). 
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Thes Exrverommental Asscssmem (FA) cxamencs the potential crveronmental mmpacts of the 
installation of a natural gas pepeline and a No Action alternative. Mountain Gas Resources 
(MGR) proposes to construct 55 Smile long. burned, astural gas pupeline and related facilities 
between MGR's Granger Plant in Sweetwater County, Wyoming and the Bird C 


would be utihzed to transport natural gas on a year-round basis 


MGR socks a right-of-way (ROW) grant of 30 years with options to renew for construction and 
operation of this paupeline from the US Bureau of Land Marsyement (BLM) for pipeline 


crossed by the proposed pipeline A temporary construction ROW width of 70 feet and a 
permanent ROW width of 90 feet are requested by MGR 


The BLM is the lead agency for this EA and the US. Bureau of Reclamation (BOR) is a 


1.1 PURPOSE AND NEED 


The proposed pipeline would allow operators to gather and transport natural gas produced from 
the Jonah, Moxa Arch, and Fontenelle Fields for delivery to multiple markets. The capacity of 
the existeng pypelenes em the area 1s insufficient to adequately tranmaport the anticipated natural gas 
supphes that are mncreaseng as a result of increased drillong m the area The volume of natural 
gas and associated hquids transported would be approxmmnately 500 muilhon standard cubic feet 
per day The pipeline wowld be util red to transport natural gas on a year-round basis 


Natural gas 16 an imiegral part of the US. energy future due to its ready availability from 
domest sources, the presence of an existing market delrvery imfrastructure, and the 
environmental advantages associated with this clean-burmeng fuel The environmental 
advantages of natural gas combustion versus other conventional fuels arc emphasized mm the 1990 
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Clean Aw Act amendments (42 USC 7671 of seg). Developing and transporting the abundant 
domesta reserves of natural gas heips to reduce nahonal dependence on potentially unstabic 
foregn supphers and ensurcs an adoguatc, stable supply Production of dormcstx natural gas 
ensures that the natson will mamtam mts ccomorm< well-bomg and promotes nahonal socurtty 
Natural gas will comtenuc to be dornestcally praduced as lang as sufficsemt dcirvery systems curs 
to sustamn production 


Thess EA draws upon mformation and data gathered for the Exvronmental Assessment for the 
Bird Canyon-Opal Pipeline, Granger Sp Pipelines, and One Compressor Station; Sublette. 
Sweetwater. and Lincoln counties, Wyoming (BLM, 1999). This document was developed m 
response to the proposed mstallation of other papelines along a route paralicled by the proposed 
papeleme analyzed om thes FA 


1.2 PLANNING CRITERIA 
1.2.1 Regulatory Conformance 


The Record of Decisson for the Green River Resource Management Plan (RMP) Environmental 
Impact Statement (ETS), dated August 8, 1997, and the Record of Decision for the Kemmerer 
RMP ETS, dated April 29, 1986, directs the management for BLM lands crossed by the proposed 
pipelone proyect: These management plans recogmze ol and gas development as a legitrmate use 
of lands admumstered by the BLM and other federal agencies. They provide land use guidance 
for the development of oi! and gas reserves, including transmission of hydrocarbons to 
distribution ports by pypelines The proposed Rendezvous Phase IV papelne is im conformance 
with both RMPs| This EA incorporates applicable decisions, terms, and conditions of use 
described mn the RMPs 


1.2.2 Regulatory Authorities 


In accordance with the National Environmental Policy Act (NEPA) regulations, the BLM, as the 
lead agency, is required to evaluate actions proposed for implementation on federal lands to 
determine whether the Rendezvous Phase [V Pipeline Environmental Assessment adequately 
document was made mm comphance with Council of Environmental Quality regulations (40 Code 
of Federal Regulations (CFR) 1500-1508) implementing NEPA and by BLM Handbook H.- 
1790-1 (NEPA Handbook) 


Pipelines installed on BLM lands require the issuance of a ROW, as authorized by the Mineral 
Leasing Act of 1920, as amended. Regulatory authorities and auth wizing actions possibly 
applicable to the proposed pipeline project are listed in Table 1-1 
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| Construction permits ond wee fers 
 Permets to hare or trench county rneds or for amy crossing 
or access off a county road 


1.3 PLANNING ISSUES 


The BLM conducted an internal and public scoping process im January and February 200). 
Appendix A presents the scoping letter and a list of the scoping letter recipients. The scoping 
letter included a list of planning criteria developed by the BLM to be addressed in the EA. The 
BLM received seven comment letters, six were from state agencies and offered no position with 
respect to the proposed pypelune One letter indicated support for the Proposed Action 
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1.3.1 Issues identified During Public Scoping 


The followeng maucs and comers were sdontified during the scoping pomed tht ondad on 
Febowary 10, 200) 


Sacso-coenama umpacts to the counties and mate omchudeng bacal coamentry sagmfec ance 
cmena 

Cultural resources 

bempacts to beg garmc sage growse raptors and other somestrve gnecses 

Revegetation reclamation of ROW 

bmpacts to Status | and Sonestrve natrve fish gpecees om the Blacks Fort Rrver dramage 
bempacts to the Croom River fishery 

lempacts fromm sedemert omermmg Croom River dramage 

bempacts to grazing permetices. agnowltural producers. and landowners 


1.3.2 BLM Planning Criteria 


The scopeng letter for the Proposed Action sdentified the followeng omvwronmerntal tapics, as 
identified by the BLM. to be addressed m the EA 


Potential empacts to wridhfe habvtats wethen the analysers area mchudemg tug game, sage 
grouse, Threatened and Endangered, Proposed, and ( anchdate apectes (mountam plover. 
pramne dogs black footed ferrets) and raptors 

Threatened and Endangered sd ( andidate plant snecres 

Road devi lopment, mcreased traffic, and associated mmpacts on existing County, state, 
and BLM roads 

Sacial and coomom empacts to lacal communtiies 

lmpacts to wrface water, groundwater, and mpanan and wetland areas, mcbuding 
depletions fron the ( oborade River system 

Potential umpacts to semertive souls wrthen the analysers area 

Pow ontial empacts to paleontology al values within the anal yers area 

Reclamation of disturbed areas and control of newiows weed env asons 

Potential conflicts wrth land uses mecbuding recreation and bvestack management 
operations om the analyses area em budeng possrble rmpacts to range improvements 
Potential umpacts to cultural and bistoncal values withen the anal yes area 

Cumulative effects of this proposed proyect and other omgoung or planned energy related 
activites on the vicemety of the proposed pepetone 
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CHAPTER PROPOSED ACTION AND 
2 ALTERNATIVES 


2.0 INTRODUCTION 


Ths chapter includes a deacrnpmon of the Proposed Action, mmchuding details of construction, 
operation, and reclamation and a histing of apphcant praposed emuranmental mitigation 
measures A discusssan of ahernatrve acthams com budes this chapter 


2.1 THE PROPOSED ACTION 


MGR proposes to comstruct a $$ S-emwle long burned, natural gas pepelme and related facilites, 
omc hademg valves, prggemg equipment mde taps. and metering equyevnent im southwestern 
W yorneng (Figure |-1) The papebme would comsrst of 


© Approsimately 376 miles of 20-inch pipeline fom MGOR's Granger Plant m SE of 
Section 16, TIEN R111W, Sweetwater County to MGR's Fontenelle Compressor Station 
im W112 SE of Section 14, T24N/R111W, Sweetwater County, and 


e Approurmately 17 9 emles of 16-cnch papelone from the Fomtenelle Compresse: Station to 
the Bird Canyon Compressor Station m NE NE% of Section 34, T27NRIIIW, 
Sublette County 


The proposed pipelines) w owld be burmed to a menermum depth of 48 inches amd would be located 
parallel and adjacent to exrsteng pypelenes and withen as own ROW for nearly mts entire length 
In a few places, the proposed route leaves the ummediate prowrmty of adjacent prpeline ROW to 
avond an emvironmental rmewe or iacility before returming to a position agar mmmeciately 
adjacent to an existing ROW Approxenately 7S percent of the land that wowld be crossed by the 
pipeline would be federal lands admumstered by the BLM and the BOR Approximately . wo 
percem of the lands crossed are owned by the State of Wyormng The remarmmng 23 percent are 
privately owned by the Limon Pacific Land Resources Company (UPLRC) and Uintah 
Development (UD) 


The pipeline would comsrst of 2 inch outside diameter prpe with 0 290-inch of 0 438-omh wall 
thickness, Grade X70 pepe and |6-unch outmde diameter pape with 0 20-unch of 0 344-0nch wall 
thackness, Grade X-70 pepe Both would have a masimurn operateng pressure of approxi tely 
1,446 peg The volume of gas and associated liquids tramaported within the 2) onch pipelone 
would be approximately 125 million standard cubic feet per day (MMSCF'D) The volume of 
gas and associated hquids tranaported within the 16-inch prpelene would be approsmately | 70 
MMSCT D 
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21.1 Design 


The des.gn and engineering of the proposed pupelome would be completed by MGR personne! or 
its comtractars mm accordance with safe and proven engineering practices All pepelone plans and 
specificamoms. alignment sheets, road profiles, cross secthoms. stte-apocifx details, and dewgn 
drawings associated with the pipeline proyect would be available for review af MGR's office m 
Green River, Wyommg. and at the BLM Field Offices m Rack Springs and Kerumerer, 
Wyoming, poor to msuance of the ROW grant 


21.2 Rights-of-Way and Permits 


MGR would secure all ROWs and permits necessary for construction pnor to commencing 
construction operations. The total length of the ROW is approximately 293,058 feet ($55 
miles), of whach 220,037 feet (41.7 miles) are om federal lands) MGR w requesting federal 
ROWs for a poried of \) years with options to renew for as long as there are marketable 
quantihes of gas available MGR would conduct all actrvites associated with the construction, 
aperation and termination of the pypeline withen the authonzed bmits of the ROW 


MGR 1s requesteng a permanent ROW width of $0 feet Dunng construction operations, MGR 1s 
requesting the termporary use of an additional 20-foot width of comstruction area for a total 70- 
foot wide comstruction ROW for the enture length of the pupelime under a temporary use permit 
(TUP) Additional space beyond the 70-foot width would be necessary for $2 temporary staging 
areas where the pipeline would cross a road, railroad, or river (Attachment “C” of April 17, 2003 
Revised Plan of Development) The stagrng areas would mmcrease the temporary ROW width by 
an additional 20 feet, from 70 feet to 9 feet, on both sides of cach crossing, with the exception 
of the borings of the Green and Blacks Fork rivers. Use of a horizontal directional drill (HDD) 
a both river crossings would require a staging area of 150 feet by 300 feet on the south side of 
both rivers. A staging area of 100 feet by 100 feet would be required on the north side of both 
rivers The length of the remarmng temporary 90-foot wide stagung areas for road crossings 
would be 100 feet with the exception of the 90-foot by 300-foot stagung area for construction of 
the metering. prggrng and man bine valve facilites at the Bird Canyon Compressor Station 
Extra workapace may also be required at deep draws or sedehi!! cuts for the storage of topso:! and 
subacn | 


All road and utility permmts wowld be secured from the appropnate regulatory agency prior to 
construction WIGR would aiso secure all ROWs on -on-federal lands pror to pipeline 
construction MGR would notify authonzed ROW users of MGR's proposed pipeline crc asings 
or overlaps on the surfaces ccouped by the affected ROW weers Table 2-1 shows the surface 
disturbance associated with constructing the proposed pepelin. Surface disturbance would occur 
upon undisturbed land as well as previously disturbed lana wrthen the proposed pypeline ROW 
The proposed pupeline rowte locates the pipeline adjacent to or between existing pepelines Some 
of this land was disturbed when the previows pupelomes were constructed An attempt to 
distinguish between and quantify the amount of previowsiy undisturbed land and prevrously 
disturbed land that woul! be aflected by the proapesed pipeline was not made All lands 
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disturbed by the construction of the proposed pypclinc would be ueated sdentically Reclamation 
efforts would be the same 


Table 2-1 ce 


Pipeline construction would commence after all permits and ROW documents are secured, and 
authorization 1s received from the approprate regulatory agency MGR would notify the 
authorized officers of the appropnate agencies five days pnor to commencing construction 
activities. All private surface landowners would be contacted prnor to construction to ensure 
access to the surface 


Mobilization of ficld personnel, matenals, and cquipment would roquire five working days 
Approximately one mile of pupe would be constructed on cach working day. Construction of the 
proposed pipeline would occur in a planned eoquence of operations along the route and would 
last approximately thre to four months Construction procedures have been developed to ensure 
that pipeline installation occurs as quickly as possible. Afier the entire length of the pipeline is 
constructed, the pipeline would be hydrostatically tested for integrity over a penod of five days 


2.2.1 Construction 


MGR has placed survey flags along the proposed route. All equipment and vehicular access to 
the pipeline project would be confined to existing roads and the established ROW. No major 
reconstruction or rerouting of these roads would be necessary. The construction of the pipeline 
would not inhibit public use of existing roads and trails, nor would it inhibit wildlife or livestock 
movement. Mainline pipeline construction techmaues are descrbed in the following paragraphs 


2.2.1.1 Clear and Grade 


In preparation for the pipeline imstallation, the ROW would be cleared and graded to provide a 
smooth work area to facilitate the safe movement of equipment and personnel. A motor grader 
with a blade would be used to knock down vegetation such as sage brush. Grading usually 
requires cutting or filling to achieve a more uniform slope for the pipeline and may include 
nipping rock close to the surface. Blading across the width of the ROW may also be required to 
provide a safe and suitable working arca where there are steep hillsides, approaches to cuts, 
guilics, stream bank crossings, or established work stations. The top six inches of soil would be 
removed during blading operations and stock piled on the side of the ROW. Topsoil would be 
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windrowed along the nonworking side of the trench Aficr the final grading occurs, the topsoil 
would be redistributed over the arca from which « was taken. Disturbed arcas would be secded 
after the ROW is restored to its original contours. Soil density would also be restored to the 
extent practicable. Soil mpping the working side of the ROW may be necessary to break-up 
compaction. 


Vehicular traffic across/through drammage channels would be limited to sloping dramage sides or 
to vertical banks of less than two fect. Drainage crossings would be aligned perpendicular to the 
stream channel. 


2.2.1.2 _ Hauling and Stringing 


All construction mzveri2's would be hauled to the job by 80-foot pole trailers and placed along 
the ROW as they arrive. Pipe would be assembled to cause the least amount of interference with 
the normal use of the land crossed by the ROW. 


2.2.1.3 Ditching 


A wheel trencher wou'd be used to dig a 42-inch wide trench. The spoil would be placed 
adjacent to the ditch. In rocky areas or areas where the pipeline changes direction, an excavator 
would be used to excavate. The ditch would be excavated to a depth sufficient to maintain at 
least a 48-inch cover over the pipeline. Spoil would be windrowed separately from the topsoil 
along the nonworking side of the trench 


2.2.14 Road Crossings 


Heavier pipe would be used at road crossings to withstand greater external loads. Roads that are 
more heavily traveled would be bored to avoid disrupting traffic. Roads that are not heavily used 
would be open cut. The open cut roads would be backfilled and compacted afler pipeline 
installation so "at the integrity of the road would be maintained. Two track roads or trails that 
are rarely traveled and do not usually accommodate heavy loads would use mainline construction 


techmaques 


2.2.1.5 Bending, Welding, and Coating 


A bending machine would be used to bend the pipe to fit the ditch and accommodate the contour 
of the land. Prefabricated pipe bends would be used for changes in direction greater than 30 
degrees. The mainline welding crews would align the pipe for welding and complete the 
welding of the pipeline above the trench The welds would be nondestructively inspected with 
X-rays to ensure the quality of the weld. The pipe string would be temporarily stored on skids 
until being lowered into the trench. 
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Although the pipe ss manufactured with a corromon resistant coating, crews would apply 
additional coateng to the weld arcas and would repaw damage to the factory-apphed coating, if 
necessary, im order to further minimize the possitility of corromon. Cathodic test stations would 
be installed at all foreign pupcline crossings, on one side of all road bores, and every one-mile 
along the pipeline at a minimum. These stations would be used to test and monitor the corrosion 


resistance of the pupeline during gas transmission operations. 


2.2.1.6 Lowering In, Padding, and Backfilling 


Side booms would be used to lower the pipe into the trench. In rocky areas, the trench would be 
padded with sand or scil using a padding machine that separates rocks from the padding 
matenals 


After the pipe is placed in the ditch, a motor grader or caterpillar would be used to push the spoil 
back into the trench. The fill on the trench would then be tamped into place with the grader 
wheels, leaving a crown of four inches to accommodate settling. Excavated material that cannot 
be placed im the trench would be disposed of im conformance with landowner and agency 
requirements. 


2.2.1.7 Horizontal Directional Drills (HDD) 


In areas where i 1s impractical to use conventional maimline construction techmques, or where 
environmentally sensitive areas exist, a HDD may be used. Using the HDD, the pipeline can be 
constructed beneath environmentally sensitive or difficult construction areas without requiring 
equipment to enter the area. The HDD allows a pilot hole to be drilled beneath the surface at a 
depth that maintains minimum coverage requirements After the pilot hole has been successfully 
drilled, the hole ts enlarged with a reamer. Afier the bore hole has been enlarged to a diameter 
sufficiently large enough to receive the mainline pipe, a pre-welded and pre-tested section of 
pipe is pulled into it from the side of the bore hole opposite the drilling equipment. The pipe 
would be coated with abrasion resistant coating before placement into the bore hole. The 
annulus around the mainline pipe would then be sealed with bentonite. 


2.2.1.8 Fabrication/Tie-ins 


The mainline valve assemblies, pig receivers, pig launchers, side taps, and meter stations would 
be prefabricated off site. The assemblics would be installed into the pipeline on location. Tie-in 
crews would be used to complcte the final installation of fabricated assemblies at road crossings 
and other difficult construction locations. 
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2.2.19 Hydrostatic Testing 


After the trench is backfilled, the proposed pipeline would be pressure tested with water. The 
pipeline would be filled with water and pressurized to a minimum of 1.1 times the designated 
operating pressure for cight hours to verify integrity. Test water would be obtained from the 
Blacks Fork and Green rivers and either pumped directly to the pipeline or transported by truck 
to the pipeline for testing Approximatcly 7.1 acre-fect would be withdrawn from the Blacks 
Fork River, approximately 5.1 acre-feet would be withdrawn from the Green River. The two 
withdrawal points confined within the construction ROW would be located at milepost 4.2 on the 
20-inch pipeline (Blacks Fork River) and again at milepost 31.4 (Green River Appendix B). 
Permits or license agreements for water withdrawal would be obtained from the Wyoming State 
Engineer's Office and the BOR. Written approval of the hydrostatic water testing and 
subsequent discharge operations would be secured via a temporary discharge permit by MGR 
from the Wyoming Department of Environmental Quality, Water Quality Division. The test 
water would be tested and treated, if necessary, to ensure that i meets local, state, and federal 
water quality standards and permit conditions prior to its release. Used hydrostatic test waters 
would be discharged at four locations along the proposed pipeline: milepost 4.2, 20-inch 
pipeline, milepost 31.4, 20-inch pipeline, milepost 4.5, 16-inch pipeline; and milepost 8.4, 16- 
inch pipeline (Appendix B). in order to prevent scouring and crosion, test water would be 
discharged into energy dissipation devices, filter bags, or straw bale dewatering structures. They 
would be removed after the water 1s released. 


2.2.1.10 Manpower and Equipment Requirements 


pipeline would be complcted by MGR personnel or their contractors in accordance with safe and 
proven engineering practices. The construction force would range from 100 to 150 persons at 
the peak of construction. Temporary work camps would not be necded. 


Construction equipment that would be required to complete the pipeline project consists of the 
following: 15 welding trucks, six tractor trailers, three two-ton trucks, 15 pickup trucks, two 
dump trucks, two seed drillers and tractors (if necessary), two rubber-tired backhoes, eight 
trackhoes, 10 side boom caterpillar, two-wheel trenchers, five D7 dozers, one fuel truck, one low 
head pump, one pressure pump, one 1,750 cubic feet per minute (cfm) air compressor, one 1,200 
cfm air compressor, and two motor graders. 


2.2.1.11 Hazardous Materials 


MGR would comply with all applicable existing and subsequently promulgated federal or state 
laws with respect to hazardous substances 


Hazardous waste would not be generated in association with the construction of the pipeline. A 
release of a hazardous substance, such as a leak or spill, in excess of the reportable quantity as 


established by 40 CFR Part 117.3, would be reported as required by the Comprehensive 
Environmental Response, Compensation, and Liability Act, Section 102 B. A copy of the report 
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required by a federal or state agency of a reportable reicase or spill of any hazardous matcrial 
would be furnished to the authorized officer of the regulatory authority within five working days 
of the occurrence of the spill or release. No toxic substances are proposed for use in connection 
with construction, however, if toxic substances are necessary, thew usage would comply with 
provisions of the Toxic Substances Control Act of 1976, as amended (40 CFR Part 702-799). 


Table 2-2 lists the hazardous and cxtremely hazardous materials, as identified in the EPA's 
Consolidated List of Chemicals Subject to Reporting under Title Ill of the Superfund 
Amendments and Reauthorization Act of 1986, and 40 CFR 355 that MGR would use during 
construction of the pipeline. Quantitics would be limited to only the amounts nooded for 
construction. Fucls would not be stored on location and would be provided by a vehicle that 
refucis and services pipeline machinery. Material Safety Data Sheets would be maintained by 
MGR for all materials used. 


Table 2-2 Hazardous and Extremely Hazardous Materials Used for Construction of 


Antifreeze unknown Acrolewm 107028 
‘Cupric sulfate 7758-38-7 
Ethylene glycol 107-21-1 
Freon 76-i3-1 
Oo Phosphoron acid 766- 38-2 
Potasseum hydrowde 1310-58.3 
Sodium hydrowde 1310-73.2 
Trethytene glycol 112.274 
Batieres | tanksnorwn ( adrmum 7440-43.9 
a lead 1306-190 
a Nickel! hydroxde 7440-024 
oe Potasseurn hydroxide 1310-S8.3 
Sulfurse acid 7664-93.9 
Cleaners unknown Hydrocholonc acid 7647010 
buels 
Drese! fue! unknown Benzene 7143.2 
( umerme 9882-8 
Ethylbenzene 100-41.4 
— Methy! tert-butyl ether 1634044 
a Naphthalene 91.20.3 
a PAs : 
_ | POM : 
Oo Toluene 108-883 
a m- Xylene 108.38.3 
o Xylene 95.474 
- Xylene 106-42. 
(sasoleme unknown | Benzene 7143.2 
: Se Cumeme 9882-8 — 
is | Cyclohename 110-82-7 = 
— | Eithytbenzene 141.4 
| o Hexame Se 110.54.3 : 
7 ____} | Methyl tert-butylether | 16M ONG 
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Toluene 
mX 
Natural Gas unknown 110-54. 
PAHs : 
POM : 
unknown Aburnenum oxide 
unknown sulfate 
unknown 
unknown 
n Hexane 
Propylene 
unknown Alurmunam oxide 
unknown 
oluene 
unknown n hydroxide 
unknown Acetone 
Coal tar 
| acetate 
ketone 
Xylene 
“Fermbzers unknown 
"Lead-free thread compound | unknown — 
| ubric ants unknown U 
ese 
139-96. 
af) 
7440-666 
Motor ol unknown — 
unknown 7429-90-5 
7440.9. 
1.363 
7499-4).1 
7499-96-5 
jai aie 
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Sealants und nee h 
Sobverts unk neem 
Starting fhud unk nee 


2.2.1.12 Fire Control 


MGR would notify the reguiatory authority of fires occurrmg during construction and would 
comply with all applicable rules and regulations concernmmng the use, prevention, and suppressson 
of fires on federal lands. MGR would designate a representative to be in charge of fire control 
has fire fighting tocls and equipment, such as extinguishers, shovels, and axes, available at all 
times The number of tools available would reflect the number of persons working on the crew 


In the event of a fire, MGR or its contractors would initiate fire suppression actions im the work 
area. Suppression would continue until the fire is out or until the crew is relieved by the 
authorized representative of the agency upon whose land the fire occurred Heavy equipment 
would not be used for fire suppression outside the ROW without pnor approval of the regulatory 
authority unless there is imminent danger to life or property. MGR or its contractors would be 
responsible for all costs associated with the suppression of fires and the rehabilitation of fire 


damage resulting from thes operations or employees 


2.2.2 Operation and Maintenance 


MGR would conduct all activities associated with the operation, mamtenance, and termenation of 
the ROW wothin the authorized lumits of the ROW Pipeline warning signs would be metalied at 
line-of-sight mntervals at road crossings to sdentify the pupelene's location om the ROW 


The pupeline would be rowtinely patrolied and mapected by foot or by vebucle to mitiate routine 
preventive maintenance and check on general ROW condition The mapections would sdentify 
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eroded arcas, unauthorized encroachment on the ROW. conditions that could cause safety 
hazards, cr other potential problems If pupelene damage were to occur from external sources and 
ropa of replacement of the portion of the pupcline were mocessary, detailed line break and 
emergency procedurcs would be used as MGR's routine operational procedures, as detailed by 
the company 's safe operating procedurcs manual 


MGR would be responsible for weed control on the disturbed arcas wethen the established lemusts 
of the ROW MGR would coordimate with the authonzed officer of the appropriate regulatory 
authority or local authoritees to obtamn acceptable weed control methods for the disturbed areas 
within the ROW limits. Before using pesticides, including use for emergency situations, MGR 
would obtain written approval of its plan detailing the type and quantity of material to be used, 
pests to be controlled, method of apphcation, location of storage, disposal of contame:s, and any 
other information deemed necessary by the regulatory agency If pesticsdes were required, MGR 
would comply with all apple ati. federal and state laws Pesticides would be used mm accordance 
with registered uses and withen bemrtations mmposed by the appropnate regulatory authonty 


223 Reclamation and Abandonment 


Initial reclamation would be accomplished following the completion of the hydrostatic prypeline 
testing The ROW would be restored m accordance with the agency’ s/landowner's specifications. 
All disturbed areas would be re-comtoured so that the disturbed area 1s visually consistent with 
the surrounding terrain. Topsoil would be evenly spread across the ROW. Erosion would be 
prevented by the use of construction diversion terraces, mp-rap, matting, and water bars. No 
berms of mounds would be created over the hack filled trench on anticepation of subsidence 


MGR proposes to conduct operations on BLM-~ and BOR-admimestered b-.ds and US. Army 

Corps of Engineers (ACE)-regulated stream and wetlands crossings im accordance with the 

follow ing stipulations: 

Certified weed free seed would be used during re-seeding of disturbed areas 

Native plant species would be uoed on re-seeding 

Noxsous weed control would be conducted for the life of the pypelene project (30 years) 

Monrtormng for noxious weeds and for the success of vegetation establishment following 

wutial and any subsequent plantings would be conducted 

e All compacted areas would be npped to the necessary depth to reduce compaction prior 
to seeding at the request of the BI M and or BOR field agent 

© Surface disturbance would be monumzed during pepelene construction 

e Water breaks would be installed on slopes following criteria presented im Figure 10 of 
the Gold Book 

e Contour furrows, water bars, and/ot cromon control blankets wowld be mmstalled to beni 
conditions favorable for accelerated erosion at the request of the BLM and/or BOR field 
aged 


Restore channel cress sections of ephemeral stream channels to pre-disturbance 
COrmoers 
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¢ Ephemeral stream crossings by the pepchne during construction, and following 
reclamation until the agencies determine disturbed arcas have boon stabilized and a 70 
percemt cover density of natrve vegetation has been established, would be monitored to 


All disturbed arcas along the papeline ROW would be resceded to the apphcable specifications, 
including components of the seed mixture and application rate Where suitable, scod would be 
planted useng a dri! in unsurtable arcas, the seed would be broadcasted and raked or chased to 
ensure sufficsemt son! cover MGR would be responsible for weed control on the disturbed arcas 
within the established lumets of the ROW MGR would coordinate with the authonzed officer of 
the appropriate regulatory authority or local authorities to obtain acceptable weed control 
methods for the disturbed arcas within the ROW lemits. All access roads would be lefi im as 
good or better condition. 


A typical upland site seed mixture is shown in Table 2-3. 
Table 2-3 


pic Seed Mixture and Rates 

rer, Tec Te ae Pa Pa Or Seeding Rate 
: | Specks 1 Vertety DS Drm Seeding Rate 
4 Ihe'sore PLS 


( rnana 4 ths acre PLS 


4 ths acre PLS 


PescrePhs 
lheeis 


~T 2 Woe 'ncre PLS 


| 23 Me/acre PLS 


MGR would comply with all federal and state laws for herbicide uses and with registered uses 
and limitations mmposed by the authorized officer Prot to using herticedes, MGR would obtain 
written approval from the authonzed officer of a plan showing the type and quantity of maternal 
to be used, the pestis) to be controfied, the application methods, the storage locations, the 
comtamer disposal protocol, and any other mformation deemed necessary by the authorized 
officer 


Prot to abandonment, MGR would obtain authorization from the appropnate regulatory agency 
The pipeline and all ahovegrownd pipeline facilities would be subsequently removed and 
unsalvageable matenals would be disposed of at approved srtes Regrading and revegetation of 
disturbed land areas would be completed where necessary 
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Lands of the United States, 1973 edition. MGR would record the survey in the appropriate 
regulatory office 


2.3.3 Waste and Litter 


Construction sites would be maintained in a sanitary condition af all times. MGR would 
implement an agency approved litter policing program that would encompass all roads and sites 
associated with the ROW and pipelsne enstallation The programm would encompass all roads and 
sites associated with the ROW 


W aste materials at the srtes would be disposed of promptly at an appropriate waste disposal site 


Waste materials would include ali discarded matter, including human waste, trash, garbage. 
refuse, oi! drums, petroleum products, ashes, and equipment 
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2.3.4 Fire Control 


MGR would notify the authorized officer of any fires during construction and would comply 
with all rules and regulations administered by the authorized officer concerning the usc, 
prevention, and suppression of fires on federal lands. In the event of a fire on federal lands, 
MGR or thew contractors would mutiate fire suppresmon actions om the work arca Suppresmon 
would continue until the five 1s owl or untyl the crew 1s reheved by an authonzed representative of 
the BLM. Heavy equipment would not be used for fire suppression outside the approved ROW 
without prior approval of the authorized officer unless there is imminent danger to life or 
property. MGR or thew contractors would be responsible for all costs associated woth the 
suppression of fires and rehabilitation of fire damage resulteng from thew operations, employees, 
or contractors. 


MGR would designate a representative to be im charge of fire control during pipeline 
tools and equipment, such as extinguishers, shovels, and axes, avarlable at all termes The murmber 
of tools needed would depend on the number of personnel working m the area) MGR would, at 
all tomes during construction, maimtenar cc, and operations, require that satisfactory spark 
arresters be maintarned on imternal combustion engines 


2.3.5 Soil Resources 


MGR would discot ismue construction or rowtime marmtenance activities during penads when sor! 
18 too wet to adequately support construction equipment or when the equipment creates surface 
ruts greater than four inches deep Construction activities would be suspended until soul 
conditions improve MGR would conduct stabilization and reclamation efforts consistent with 
those measures proposed mm Section 2 2 3 


2.3.6 Visual Resources 


All permanent above-ground facilities, pyping, and valving would be painted a flat, non- 
contrasting color m harmony with the surrounding landscape, probably Carishad Canyon (2 SY 
6/2) of as specified by the regulatory authorities 


2.3.7 Cultural Resources 


MGR and its contractors would educate thew employees poor to project mitiation about relevant 
federal regulations protectsng cultural resources If cultural remmams, monument sites, obyects, or 
antiquities subject to the Antiquities Act of Jume 8 1906, the Archacological Resources 
Protection Act of 1979, of the National Histone Preservation Act of 1966 were discovered 
during construction, activities would mmmediately cease and the appropnate regulatory authority 
would be notified) After evaluation by the authority and if the discovery were determined to be 
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ehgrble property (Starnbrook and Yerkovich 2003) 

¢ When crossing the remaining historic trails (485W4195, 488 W4197, 48S W827, and 
488 W827/6274), construction will remam within previous disturbances (Stambrook and 

Yerkovich, 2003) 

When crossing the Mayfly Ste (48S W6926), MGR proposes to bore under the eligible 
property (Staunbrook and Yerkovich 2003) 

© When crossing Site 485W1673, construction i confined between the fencing at 
Discovernes A and RB. howseprts, and the previous disturbances along the eastern boundary 
of the site (Stainbrook and Yerkovich, 2003) 


2.38 Paleontok gical Resources 
The following areas crossed by the proposed pipeline that are underlain by the Bridger 


Formation (Lower Bridger or Bridger A) would be checked by « qualified profession:i 
paleomologrst for foss:! vericbrate maternal after excavation of the pypelyne trench because of the 


© Sections 9, 28, 13, and 4, T2IINRITIW, 

¢ Section %, T22N/RITIW, Section 12 T2IN/RIIIW, Section 26 T2IN/RIIIW, and 
Section 4, TIOWRIIIW, and 

e Section 16, T27N/RI11W and Section 4. TIOWRITIW 
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Section 44, TIIN/RIIIW and Section 12, T2IN/RIIIW are most mgnificant im that they now 
wchude three Uerveruty of Cabforma Muscum of Paloomology verichrate foam! lacalmes that 


praduce scrontific sity sogrificamt fossa! turtics and fish 


MGR and sts contractors would educate thes employees prior to proyect mmmtiation shout relevant 
federal regulations protecting palcomological resources If palcomological resources were 
uncovered durmg construction actrvities, MGR and sts contractors would suspend all operations 
to prevent further disturbance and would mmmodisicly contact the appropriate regulatory 
authority. If the discovery s determined to be significant, MGR would act according to the 
Grection rocerved from the regulatory authority. That direction may include a recovery or 
avesdance plan Mitigation of umpacts to paleontological resources would occur on a case-by- 
case basis, and MOR would be responsible for the costs. MGR would abide by f 2 mitigation 
plan approved by the regulatory authority 


2.3.9 Air Quality/Noise 


All vetucles and construction equipment would be mamtasned to menermize exhaust emissions 
and would be properly muffled to minimire noise Disturbed arcas would be watered as 
necessary to suppress dust Nowe from construction activities would be of short duration 


2.3.10 Stream and Wetiand Crossings 


MGR would bore under the Green River and Blacks Pork River and thew associated wetlands, 
avonding surface disturbance and umpacts to wetlands Rormg staging areas on erther side of th. 
rivers would be located far enough away from the stream channels to ensure that bank stability 
and wetlands/riparian areas are not affected All fueling, servicing, and staging of vebucles 
would occur at a murmur distance of $00 feet from rivers, streams, or mpanan areas. Banks of 
wmtermitiont dramages «ould be returned and statuhzed to the ongenal shape 


2.3.11 Wildlife 


MGR would comply with the guidelines and procedures mmetrtuted by the apprapnate regulatory 
authonty wth respect to wildlife management 


Big Garme No construction would be allowed between Novernber 15 and April 0 m 
severe winter rehef and/or crucial antelope winter ranges unless authorized to do so m 
writeng by the Authanzed Officer follow ng am the ground reviews and coordymation with 
appropriate parties Gaps, with slopeng sides, nm the open trench would be placed every 
0 $ mmile to allow the anmunais to escape the trench showld they fall m 


Raptors Where feasible. pepclne ROWs and arcas requiring TPs wowld be selected 


and demgned to avend disturbance to raptor nests MGR would conduct surveys for 
raptor nests wrthen ome mule of the praposed pupebeme rowte (f comstruction actrvetes were 
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to cocur between February | and July 71. The purpose of the surveys wound be to 
éctermune nest actrvety All comstructson actrvetses would be restricted betwoon February 
1 amc buly 31 wethen one mile of cocuped ferrugmous hawk newts. All construction 
activibes would be restricted between February 15 and August 15 withen one mile of 
cocumed bald cagle nests. All construction actrvities wou'd be rostimecd writen ( § mule 
of all other occured raptor nesta = Saur!a.. structures requiring fopeated hurnan presence 
would not be constructed within £25 fect of active raptor nests, where practical. An 
ative raptor nest « considered to be a nest that has boon occupied withen the past three 
years Surface structures roquiring repeated human presence would not be constructed 
within 2,000 feet of actrve bald caghe nests 


Sage Grouse. Surface disturbance within 0.25 mile of any sage grouse ick would be 
avesded = If construction activites were planned m potential sage grouse nesting habitat 
(i.¢., areas within 2 miles of an active ick) between February | and July 31, BLM wildlife 
biologists would conduct field evaluations to identify active nests or leks If an active 
Sage grouse nest were identified m an area proposed for disturbance, construction 
activities would be delayed unti! nesteng 1s completed and the young are fledged 


2.3.12 Wild Horses 


Gaps, with sloping sides, mm the open trench would be placed every 0.5 mile to allow the an-mais 
to escape the trench showld they fall om 


2.3.13 Threatened and Endangered (T&E) and Sensitive Species 


The BLM would conduct US. Fish and Wildlife Service (USFWS) consultation and 
coordmation, as necessary. to determine mitigation activites relating to TAFE, candidate species 
and thew habitats. In areas that have not been previously surveyed or cleared for these species, 
MGR would retamn a qualified Mologist botamst to conduct surveys m areas of potential habvtat 
prior to construction actrvities. If TAE, listed, candidate, or sensitive species were found, 
consultation with the USFWS would be mrtated, as necessary, and construction activities would 
be curtailed until the BLM, USFWS, and MOR concer upon a course of action. Clearance 
surveys for black -footed ferrets are scheduled for the first two weeks of July 2003, when MGR's 


qualified ologists will inspect praime dog colony habrtat 


2.3.14 Vegetative Species 


MGR would conduct site-specific surveys for sonsitrve plants on uncleared areas, as derected by 


the appropriate regulatory agency MGR would protect bearing trees within the ROW agama 
disturbance during construction aperatioan marntenance and reclamation 
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2.3.15 Iinvasive/Noxious Weeds 


e Incorporate best known weed prevention measures as outlined in Appendix 4 of Partners 
Agamst Weeds: An Action Plan for the Burcau of Land Management. 

e Incorporate mvasive’noxi0us weed management straicgics mio the pre-construction 
planning and design process for all surface disturbance activities including road, pypclinc, 

© inventory and remove cistme mvasive’noxious weed scod sources that could be 
transported into -clatively weed-free arcas by passing vebucics. 

e Clean muddy off-road equipment before moving into relatively weed-free arcas. 

e Stabilize disturbed arcas and reestablish vegetation on all bare ground using mixtures and 
treatment guidelines prescribed im the approved ROW as soon as practical to minimize 
weed spread 

© Store gravel, top soil and fill in relatively weed-free arcas. 

e Where possible, limi access to all disturbed sitcs to ensure that desired species are 
thriving and mvasive’noxious weeds are not present. Treat, reseed, and fertilize as 
necessary. 

e Mbcutor roads and other disturbed arcas throughout the life of the pupeline project and for 
three years aficr reclamation to insure that imvasive’noxious weeds are identified and 
eradicated 

e Ensure that all mvasive/noxious weed control measures adhere to standards im the 
Decision Record for the Rock Springs District Noxious Weed Contro! EA or applicable 
updated guidance 

e Cooperate with the Subletic and Sweetwater County Weed and Pest Districts to identify 
appropnatc methods of weed control. 

e Before treatment of invasive /.oxious weeds, submit Pesticide Use Proposal (PUP) to the 
BLM for approval, ensure that all pesticides intended for use are on the BLM's approved 
label list for use on public lands (the label is updated cach year). The PUP(s) must be 
approved pnor to any spraying. PUPs can be approved for up to a three-year penod. 

e Ensure that pesticide applicators are certified with an up-to-date Pesticide Applicator’s 

© Submit Pesticide Application Records to the BLM RSFO/KFO cach year. Ensure that 
treatments comply with all federal and state regulations regarding use of pesticides, 


inc buding those outlined in the following. 
» BLM Information Bulletin No. WY-98-106, Weed Management Guidance, 
>» Instruction Memorandum No. WY-99-29, Executive Order #13112: Invasive 
Species, 
» Washington Information Bulletin No. 99-110, Submission of Pesticide Use 
Report. 


» Information Bulletin No. WY-200-25, Annual Pesticide Use Report. 
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2.4 ALTERNATIVES 


MGR determined that the proposed route was the most practical mn relation to well locations and 
the nearest collector pipeline. No other alternatives were considered because the proposed route 
paralicis and ts adjacent to cxisting pipeline ROW ss and the proposed pipeline ROW overlaps and 
uses cxisting surface scars (pipeline construction disturbance) as much as possibic. 


2.4.1 No Action Alternative 


The No Action alternative would be to not construct the proposed MGR pipeline. Under the No 
Action alternative, federal, state, and privatcly owned lands would not be further disturbed along 
the existing pipeline ROWs adjacent to the proposed pipeline route. No ROW approvals would 
be granted by the BLM, BOR, State of Wyoming, UD, or UPLRC. The lands adjacent to the 
existing pipeline ROWs would be available for other uses compatible with cxisting land use 
plans. Under the No Action alternative, there would be no adverse impacts to environmental 
resources resulting from the construction and installation of the proposed pipeline. 


Under the No Action alternative, natural gas would contunue to be transported via the cxisting 
pipelines, however, the capacity of the cxisting pipelines may not be sufficient to transport 
additional natural gas as it 1s produced in and around the proposed pipeline area. In the absence 
of regulatory approval for the proposed pipeline, alternate gas transport options are limited. 
Natural gas development in southwestern Wyoming may be hindered if reserves cannot be 
transported from the arca to mect market demands. A lack of available transport for newly 
developed natural gas reserves may require wells to be shut in until sufficient pipeline capacity 
becomes available for use. Onsite storage of natural gas 1s not a viable option. 


Under the No Action alternative, the expected beneficial umpacts to the local economy would not 
occur. 
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CHAPTER 
AFFECTED ENVIRONMENT 


3.0 INTRODUCTION 


This chapter includes a descnption of the environmental resource arcas that could be affected by 
the construction of the proposed pipeline. This EA draws from the Green River Resource Area 
RMP FEIS and the Environmental Assessment and Finding of No Significant Impact for the Bird 
Canyon-Opal Pipeline, Granger Spur Pipelines, and One Compressor Station, Subletie, 
Sweetwater, and Lincoln Counties, Wyoming (BLM, 1999). The latter NEPA document 
examines the impacts to constructing a pipeline within and adjacent to the same ROW as the onc 
proposed for this proyect. Recent changes, corresponding to the last several years, to the affected 
environment are noted and analyzed in this EA. Resource areas discussed in greater detail 


In addition to the issucs of concern identified during the scoping process and described in 
Chapter |, “critical clements of the human environment” of the BLM NEPA Handbook H-1790- 
1 were examined for their relevance to the proposed pipeline. These clements are listed in Table 
3-1. 


raate ot Costes Exoments of Ge (samen Eavronment 


Am quality 


Areas of critical environmental concern (ACECs) 
Cultural resources 

Environmental pustice 

F armlands (prime or umque ) 

t loodplains 

Native Amencan religious concerns 
Threatened and endangered species 
Wastes, hazardous of solid 

Water quality 

Wetlands npanan zones 

Wild and scemc rivers 

W thderness 

Invasive Noxious Species 


{sea aja ale ase se 


If an clement would not apply to the proposed pipeline project, it is not discussed further in this 
document. The following elements would not be affected by the proposed pipeline because none 
exist within or near the pipeline route: ACECS, prime or unique farmlands, wild and scenic 
nivers, and wilderness. 
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isional ially affected by the | pineline include the follows 
palcontology, soils, vegetation, wildlife and fishenes, visual resources, noise, and socio- 
coonomics. Discussions of these resource arcas are included m this EA. 


3.1 LANDS AND ACCESS 
3.1.1 Surface Ownership 


The pipeline route is located prmanly within Sweetwater County with approximately one mile 
of the pipeline route in Subletic County. Approximately 75 percent of the land that would be 
crossed by the pipeline would be tederal lands administered by the BLM and the BOR. Federal 
lands are managed in accordance with applicabic laws and land use plans. The remainder of the 
lands crossed are owned by the State of Wyoming, UD, and UPLRC. Most of the BLM lands 
occur along the northern part of the pipeline route, whereas state and private lands are crossed 
primarily along the southern part of the pipeline route. 


County governments have jurisdiction over the development of non-public lands. Sweetwater 
County ts in the process of developing a comprehensive plan to provide the framework to guide 
the manner in which the county creates, administers, and enforces regulations pertaining to land 
use. One goal of the planning process is to “encourage growth and development ... in locations 
that contribute to the economic and social well-being of County residents” (Sweetwater County, 
2002). 


3.1.2 Land Use and Grazing 


Sweetwater and Sublette courties are primarily rural and are tied to traditional natural resource 
based industries. Agricultural and mineral extraction industries, particularly oil and gas, are 
principal land uses. The areas in Sweetwater County through which the pipeline would pass are 
zoned agricultural with some areas of minerals development, except for that part of the pipeline 
within the city limits of Granger. The pipeline route through Sublette County is zoned 
resource/conservation (BLM, 1999). 


Urban development is focused in specific locations near the proposed pipeline, primarily in the 
communities of Granger near the southern terminus of the proposed pipeline as well as LaBarge 
to the west of the northern terminus. Green River and Rock Springs are the larger cities located 
cast of the proposed pipeline. 


Grazing is the primary agricultural use of the lands in the vicinity of the proposed pipeline. And 
conditions and relatively unproductive soils preclude extensive crop development. There are no 
irrigated croplands in the area near the pipeline route (Wyoming Water Resources Center, 2002). 
Livestock grazing on BLM-managed lands is authorized under Section 3 of the Taylor Grazing 
Act of 1934 (BLM, 1996). The proposed pipeline would disturb portions of six grazing 
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allotments, in which the total amount of disturbed arca within the grazing allotments would be 
approximaicly 312 acres, corresponding to 34.1 animal unit months (AUMs) (Easicy and 
D’ Ewart, 2003). The details of the allotments are shown in Table 3-2. 


Table 3-2 Allotments Affected by the 
. sh ae tt ods ef, 
: , t> ‘ > 
,° : e's /<. 4 ; ™ 7 Pe a ; ye 
| Figure Four 114,425 Sheep cattle $/10-1/10 140 is 
taghteen Mike 228.840 Sheep cattle 1-131 15.5 82 
| ornbard 94.802 Sheep cattle s1-191 170 a 
Seedshader 12,555 Horse All year 130 os 
Sheep cattle $/1-12/31 
Slate Creek 267,048 Sheep cattle 415-1190 29.0 i3 
Leave 467,059 _|_Sheepicomte_| Dec-ApeMay-Oxt_ | __2238 159 
Total 1,184,729 NLS MA 


Source: Easley, Kemmerer Field Office and DE wart, Rock Springs Field Office, 2003 


3.1.3 Roads and ROWs 


A regional network of state highways and county, local, and rural roads provides the basic 
transportation infrastructure for access to the pipeline route. Interstate 80 is near the southern 
terminus of the proposed pipeline and is the main cast-west travel corndor across the state. US. 
Highway 30 travels from Granger northwest to Kemmerer. State Highway 372 travels from 
Green River to Fontenelle, crossing the pipeline route southeast of the Fontenelle Reservoir. 
There are no state highways that parallel the pipeline route for its length. 


Traffic im rural areas is typically characterized by low volumes, infrequent congestion, high 
travel speeds, and rugged terrain. Common attributes of rural roads include a mix of rural and 
urban travelers, secondary roads with less frequent maintenance, large variances im travel speeds 
that umpede rapid emergency detection and response (Gochring et ai., 1999). 


BLM lands crossed by the proposed pipeline support dispersed recreation. BLM recreation 
accompanying crowding of our nation's national parks and national forests is focusing more 
attention on BLM lands) BLM lands in southwestern Wyoming provide opportunities for hiking, 
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gliding (Sweetwater County Jomt Travel & Tourism Board, 2002). 

The Fontencile Reservow is located on the Green River 24 miles southeast of La Barge, 
Wyoming and approximatcly 3.5 mules af its closest pow west of the proposed pipeline route. 
The reservoir has a surface arca of 8,000 acres. The lake is 20 miles long when full and has a 
shoreline of about 56 miles. Recreation use is low and scasonal. Fish species include raimbow, 
brown, and cutthroat trout. Fontencile Creck campground has developed campsites with 
restrooms and running water. The creck enters the reservow approximaicly cight miles west of 
the pipeline route. Three other campsites are located approximately two miles west of the route 
above and below the reservoir (Sweetwater County Jom Travel & Tourtem Board, 2002). 


Seedskadee National Wildlife Refuge 1s located approxmnately one-half mile to the cast of the 
route along the Green River. It consists of 26,300 acres of river habitat m a 35-mile square area, 
features more than 200 species of birds, and is a breeding ground for bald cagles, Canada geese, 
mallards and trumpeter swans Hunters pursue numerous garne species on the refuge, including 
fishing opportunities for anglers year round (Sweetwater County Joint Travel & Tourism Board, 
2002). 


Southwest W yorning is home to over | 600 wild horses. These horses are managed by the BLM 
in partnership with private landowners in five separate Wild Horse Herd Management Areas. 
Spring and carly summer are good times to watch wild horses because of the young foals 
(Sweetwater County Joint Travel & Tourism Board, 2002). 


The network of historic trails in the area provides a unique recreational and historic experience 
for mountain bikers. The Oregon Trail, California Trail, Pomy Express Trial, Mormon National 
Historic Trail, and the Overland Stage route are all suited to mountain biking (Sweetwater 
County Jomt Travel & Tourism Board, 2002). 


3.2 PHYSIOGRAPHY AND GENERAL GEOLOGY 


3.21 Physiography 


The proposed pipeline is located within the Green River Basin, primarily a flat to gently rolling 
plain along the pipeline route. Slopes along the route are rated between seven and 10 by the 
Natural Resource Conservation Service (NRCS), indicating slopes that are generally less than 
five percent with limited areas displaying slopes of five to 10 percent (Hamerlinck, 2002). The 
topography of the northern part of the proposed pipeline route consists of a broad upland plateau 
on the lake-deposited, fine grained oi! shale and mudstone of the Lancy member of the Eocene 
south of the Green River as well as south and west of the Fontenelle Reservow. Green River 
Formation bluffs surround the reservow Most of the area south of the Green River extending to 
Granger is dominated on the surface by the Eocene Bridger Formation (BLM, 1999). The 
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Bndger « composed of olrve-drab and whuic sandsancs. claystoncs, and conglomeraics 
(Langeson ct al. 1988), crodeng mito rugged badlands woth email sand dunce and terrace g. evel 
imclumons. Fractured sandstone bodrock can be found appronematcly 24 to % mches below the 
surface. The windblown sand deposits m the vicenity of the proposed pipciine have boon 
stabilized woth vegetation. Lands crossed by the proposed papciime do not show evidence of 
major landshdecs (BLM, 1999). 


322 Geologic Structure 


The Green Riwer Bas ts one of a complies of dopresmons separated by uplifis and ndges and 
conmdered to be part of the Southwestern Rass Province The floor of the basin hes between 
6,000 and 8,000 fect im clewation. The west side of the Groen River Basin is bound by the 
Wyoming-Utah-idaho Overthrust Belt, m which sedimentary rocks have been pushed up and 
over the western margin of the basm. The southern basm i bound by the Uinta Mountains, the 
cast by the Rawlins Uplift, and the north-northeast by the Wind River Mountains. The Rock 
Springs Uplift thes im the central part of the basin and essentially separates @ into castern and 
western halves (Lageson ct al, 1988) 


Most of the structural features i the basin, including the modern Wind River and Uinta Uplifts, 
there is evidence that some pre-Laramide structural movement took place, the nature of the 
deformation is not well known (Law, 1995) 


Gas producing areas that may utilize the proposed prpeline to transport produced hydrocarbons 
to market mcbude the Jonah area and Moxa Arch area, which mnchudes the Fontenelle area. The 
Moxa Arch-La Barge Platform arca is a broad, deep-seated basement uplift with drape of 
sediments over tt, resulting mm large closure and large oi! and gas pools. The traps are really 
combination structural and stratigraphic traps, because the reservow depends on the nature of the 
rocks as well as the structural arching (Gibson, n.d). Reservoirs include the Dakota Sandstone, 
the Frontier Formation, and the Mesaverde Group, among others (Law, 1995). The Jonah Field 
is a large, complicated structural trap located m the Green River Basin A geologic cross section 
of the subsurface near the area of the proposed papeline is shown om Figure 3-1. 


There are no known active faults along the pipeline route (W yorming State Geological Survey, 
2000). There have been no major carthquakes recorded in historic times im the vicinity of the 
proposed pipeline, although the USGS estimated that a 4.2 to 4.5 magnitude carthquake might 
occur some ‘he Green River Basin every 62 years (BLM, 1999). On February 3, 1995 at 
8:26 am., a magsniade 5.4 earthquake occurred near Rock Springs. The seismic waves from this 
event were picked up by the sersmic stations of the University of Utah to the south and stations 
of the USGS national sciermec network (USGS, 1995). Rock Springs is approximately 33 mules 
east of the southern termenus of the proposed pupelyne 
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Figure 3-1 Green River Basin Generalized Geologic Cross Section 


3.23 Stratigraphy 


For much of Paleoros time (Cambrian through Permian, about 570 to 240 million years ago), 
the Rocky Mouwntam region was part of a submarine contimental shelf on the western flank of 
North Amenca The quict, shallow seas collected fine sedemonts that later became shales and 
lmestones To the west, a rapidly remg western upland shed off seduments mto the Green River 
Basen Sediments were carned eastward by comples branded streams toward a shallow sea m the 
Great Plams Most of the hydrocarbon bearing reservours are sandstones of the Cretaceous Age 
Fluctuating shoretemes, reflectsng tranagresmon and regressson of the eastern sea produced the 
sandstone deposits of the Fromteer Formation Fluvial systerns contenued to develop wrthun the 
basen and formed the Mesaverde Group with the Almond Sandstone at the tap Margsnal marme 
environments later produced the Lewis, Lance, and Fox Hills formations. The total sediment 
thickness is as much as 32,000 feet in the northern Green River Basm (Gibson, n.d.) Figure 3.2 
displays a stratigraphec column showing the ages and deposrtional sequence of (Cretaceous and 
younger formations em the Green River Rasen 


3.24 Minerals 
3.24.1 Ol! and Gas 


Although hydrocarbons began to be produced early m the 1920s, most of the develapment 
ooourred in the 1970s and 1980s and continucs today About 6,000 billion cutee feet (Ref) of 


gas has been produced from Cretaceous beds mm the greater Green River Basin, whwle only | 600 
Bcf has come from all other formations combuned The basen comtamns more than 100 fields with 
more than one millon barrels of on! equivalent In the Crreon River Rasen itself, the most prolific 
production comes from the La Barge Platform (enchudmng Big Piney Field), winch has produced 
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morc than 80 millon harrcts of ol and has an cxtamastod whtimatc recovery of marc than two 
trilhon cutuc foot (Tcf) of gas (Gibson, a4) 


Fegure 3-2 


-l2hee 


mites Tule 
Source Law 199% _ ss 


Of the freids that would have access to the prapesed papetime, Mona Arch fields are estemated to 
comtain more than ome Tcf of gas (estemated whtemate recovery) in the Frontier Formation and 
other strata Onher deep basen centered tight gas plays produce from the coal and carbonaceous 
shales of the Cretaceous Cleverly Framteer and Mowry formations Semilar sandstone reservomrs 
exist im both the Cleverly and Frontier formations. The play extends to the Mesaverde group, 
where tt is focused om the Almond Formation (Crrbacn md) 


The Jonah Field produces gas and condensate from mmmurmerable late Cretaceous and carly 
Tertiary Ouvial sandstone bodies af 7.300 feet to 12,800 feet The Jonah Field ic currently 
producing over 175 MMCPO'D from over-pressured fuvial channel sandstones of the Upper 
Cretaceous Lance Formation (ras production omgmates from multueple layers that compose a 
column as great as 4,000 feet tuck (Manson of al, 2002) The field was discovered m 1975 
(Rotunsen, 1998) 


In 2002, the US Geological Survey (USGS) used a geology-based assessment methodology to 
estemate the remarmeme undiscovered natural gas and on! om the Southwestern W yormng Province 
The Southwestern Wyoming Province includes the Green River Basin, Mona Arch, and the 
entire area im and around the proposed pipeline §=The USGS estimated an average 846 Tef of 
gas, 131 mmilhon barrels of ofl, and 26 million barrels of natural gas liquids roman m the 
reservorrs evaluated om the study (U'SGS, 20002) 
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3242 Salable Minerals 


Salablc mmuncrais mchude sand, grave, tapscel, bowlders, mprap, sandstonc, shale, lumcstonc, and 
borrow material. Sand, gevel, and G0) material are uscd by the Wyoming Department of 
Tramsportahon, other agences, and local comtractors Gravel deposits occur near the Green and 
Blacks Fork nwersBLM, 1996). There are mo sources of salable muncrals within the proposad 


Papetome routic 
3243 Locatable Minerats 


Although muning claims cut throughout the bam, there are no claims along the route of the 
Proposed papeteme 


W younsng has the world’s largest depos: of trona, and supphes about 90 percent of the nation's 
soda ash (Wyoming Rails, 2001). Troma, hydrated sodium bicarbonate carbonate, is a water. 
bearing compound that can be processed into soda ash or bicarbonate of soda for use im the 
manufacture of glass soap, baking soda and toothpaste Wyornsng’s trona mdustry produced 
over 16.7 millon toms, employing 1085 mine and processing plant workers m 1999. All 
Wyoming trona is mined underground, with most of & being im the area of Groen River. 
Although trona meneng may cause subssdonce em the vicumity of the mune, there are no trona mune 
shafts werthen one mule of the route of the proposed pypeline (BLM, 1999) 


3244 Paleontology 


Both the Lancy member of the Green River Formation and the Bridger Formation have been 
recognized for the presence of significant fossil remains (Dames & Moore, 1992 and EVG, 
1999). During the Eocene, this region was located at much the same latitude it is today, but the 
chrnate was mous! ternperate or sub-traprcal A seres of large miland lakes extended across the 
region, and it is im the bottoms of these lakes that various plants and animals were buried and 
fossilized. These lakes later dried up as the local climate changed, and many of the plants and 
armmats brving there became extenct (Brenes et al 1998) 


Vertebrate fossils in the Green River Formation can include fish, reptiles, birds, and mammals. 
Invertebrate fossils are abundant. with remnants of snails and msects berng common Plant 
fossils, including many reeds, leaves and wood specimens, are also very prevalent. A large 
majority of known fossils are fragmomtary but some complete skeletons exist of fish, berds, 
reptiles, and marnmals (Brenes et al 1998) 


The Bindger Formation has heen explored for paleontological purposes sence the late 1800s and 
1s known for the presence of land mammals Histoncally, 1 1s notable as the disputed territory of 
the Marsh and Cape “hone wars” on whech the two promment rval paleontologrsts fought betterly 
ever access to umportant foss:! mammal locales The Bndger Formation is mmportant because 
of its abundance of carly primate fossils (Orr, 2003) Turtles were also an important part of the 
fosss! fauna of the formation Because of then durable shells, turtles are more likely than many 
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other amumals to be preserved as fowls and subsoquently discovered by fosul hunters (Joseph 
Leady Onlene Extiba, 2003). 


Lacrature reviews and preconstruction ficld and apen tronch ficid monsonng m thus mult- 
papelene, adjacent ROW route between Bord Canyon Compressor Station and the Granger Plant 
have been conducted on several cccamons sence 1998 (EVG, 1999, 2001, 2001a, 2002, and 
2002a) These reports have confirmed the presence of verichrate fossils m the surface luthology 
alang the cursting papeline ROW 's and the proposed route for the underground pupchine 


Based on these previows surveys, the following arcas that would be crossed by the proposed 
papeline have a high potential for encountering verichrate fossil material m the Bridger 
Formation (Lower Bndger or Badger A) 


© Sechons 9, 28, 33, and 34, T2IW/RITIW, 


© Section 4, T27N/RIIIW, Section 12, T2IN/RIIIW, Section 26, T2IN/RITIW, and 
Section 4, TIOWRI11W; and 


© Section 16, T27N/RI11W and Section 4, TIOWRITIW. 


The locations im Section 3%, T227N/RIIIW and Section 12, T2IN/RIIIW imclade three 
University of Calforma Museum of Paleontology verichrate fossil localities that produce 


33 SOLS 


Soils mm Wyoming are closely related to geologic parent materials and vegetation communities 
because of the state's harsh climate (Munn of al, 1998). The Laney member of the Green River 
Formation and the Bndger Formation dormwnate the surface rock These high clay-contemt parent 
materials produced a complex of aridic soils, or Aridisols, that characterize the area. The 
majority of the souls mm the area of the papeline rowte range from very shallow to moderately deep, 
formed on rolling upland plams dissected by rock ravines, short escarpments, and draws (BLM, 
1996) The proposed pipeline would disturb approxmately 478 acres of souls 


Souls are characterized by morsture and temperature Typical souls im the area of the proposed 
papelrme are, as stated, andic and fngrd The amount and seasonal mncidence of water entering 
the soil, percolating through, or held and used by plants is one of the controlling factors im soil 
formatron The arnount and occurrence of morsture 1s generally related to clmate Preceprtation 
averages from seven to mine inches, although the northern termenus of the pypeline may recerve 
shghtly more Ards souls are dry more than half the terme when they are warm enough for plant 
growth They are too dry to support anrual crop growth and may require wrngation to support 
them. Frigid soils can be described as “cool,” with a mean annual soil temperature below 47° F 
but above 32° F (Muna ef al, 1998) 
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© Less weathering and icacheng. rceuleng @ coarse textures, daliow Goptin, lew 
retention of sobuble sabetances and show son! formatecn. 

Large arcas of bedrack and coarse weathered mantic. 
Great expanses of patenated surfaces (dcser varmeh). 
Low croman rates, pormutting the survival of very old sewls, 

Abrupt soul boundanes resulting from changes m slope, dramage and the 
presence of windblown sands and organ maternal, and 
e Lower thresholds to degradaion processes than burmd soils (University of 

Anzona, 2001) 


Some Andisols develap om layers of clay and may be sodrum-affected Other Anduols may 
cxbibut varying accumulations of calcium carbonate or more soluble salts (Munn of al, 1998). 
Moderately saline soils are found along the Green and Blacks Fork rivers’ draimage: (BLM, 
1996) 


Vegetal. ve cover can prevemt crosman of the sorls mm the proposed pipeline area The presence of 
vegetation is the most mmportant factor influencing runoff and sediment yeild (BLM, 1996) 
Sabnity and salt torscrty, management of expansive souls, ermgation management of sandy souls, 
blowsng sand and wind erosson, and overgrazing resulteng mm cromon are among the range and 
agncultural management problems associated with aridac souls (Uimrversty of Arizona, 2001) 


Soul mapping for Sweetwater and Sublette counties 1s not currently available from the NRCS 
(NRCS, 2003). The 1996 Green River Basin BIS inchaded a general soils map that includes 
lands crossed by the proposed pipeline route None of the sorts identified along the proposed 
route 1s conmdered unstable or erosive (BLM, | 996) 


Souls consisting of the following soul types are found from the northern termunus om Section 34, 
T27WRIITTW to Section 3, T27NW/RIIIW: Teagulf, Maguston, Haterton, Wirt, Tasseiman, 
Seodskadee, Lockman, and Kandaly. These soils are moderately deep to very shallow, well 
dramed souls formed on rolling upland plasms, rock ravines, short escarpments, and draws (BILM. 
1992). The Kandaly component is a sandy soil that is susceptible to wind erosion The route of 
the northern section of the proposed pipeline is characterized by rolling terram of gradually 
decreasing elevation, rangyng from approximately 7,300 to 6,400 feet m the southern part as # 
enters the Green River floodplain The topography exhbrts emterapersed areas of souls, sandstone 
gravel, and sandstone outcrops where there are breaks om the slope Fractured sandstone bodrack 
is found approximately 24 to 36 inches below the surface. The soil tonds to be coarse and 
contain hard clasts of the local bedrock Coarse textured sandy soils result from the 


decomposition of rocks and gravels to finer particles (BLM, 1999) 


In the area surrounding the Green River crossmg. sou! types mchude Cambarge, Pepal, Huguston. 
and Leckman These souls are deep, well dramed, gravely sandy loam and fine sandy loam souls 
They are formed on nearly level or slaping stream terrances or alluvial fans (LM, 1992). The 
Green River floodplain begins along the route mm Section 9, T2IN/RIIIW. The soul on the north 
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mde of he wer & appronemaicly 12) enches Gack and lacks clasts nce Gee eurface The south 
mae of the vero Charactervred by carhonme nich uncomomed sos comamung gravels wethen 
12 enches of the surface These souls form alluveal fam slong the floadpiam (BLM 1999) 


Sells generally cont of Ge following types south of Ghee Groen Rewer Gom Sectee }, 
TIINRIIIW to Sechem 16, TIENORIIIW Kandaly, Westwaco, Naterton, Teagell, and 
Hupusten These souls are characionred >) doop sand dunes emormingied » th maderaicty deep 
to very shallow well dramed. mrongty ali.sline sols formed an rolling upland plams and fans 
bax bude! on hes unet are seme arcas of hadlands (RIM 1992) The route of the southern sectsan 
of the proposed papetone os Characterired by gradually decreaseng che aon appros emaicty 6 40) 
to 6.400) foot exbubring small amounts of tepegrapha rebet expecially at Gramages Rodges are 
charactorvved by ovtcraps of hodrext and shallow sels Slanes acowrremg mea creeks and 
G@ramages cxbiba shallow sowls that are sunceptitle to erosecn. exther fram eater flow a from 
tracks created by vetwcuwlar traffx Shallow rack) sents (an os hebet modem to raged runoff exth 
a mederate water cromem hazard = Scatored sand dunes. where present. are surrounded by 
clayey, alkabne sents (BLM 1999) Aldalene sovls cam be characterized by shew pormesbulity, 
tad runoff and moderate to severe = ater cromomn hazard Albabeme sols are Giffrowl to rec las 
Sand dunes can te deop and are well dramed Permeatwhty os raped and «mer capacity « low 
W ater cromon on sand dumes is met a hazard bat wend erm (am present a sevore hazard (RIM 
20) Ma) 


Several areas where sen! emegrity could he compramined bry development were sdertified m the 
1999 Feverommental Assessment for the Bord Canyon Opal Popelme Granger Spar Pipelomes 
and One ( ompressor Statvom Subleme Sweetwater and Limcodn ( ommties Bvewmmg The area 
on either side of Shute Crock was slontified as a riparian area im that docemnent, however, tus 
area s currently dry due to the drought comdmons accurrmg over the last several years (Fatman 
and Gayer, 2003). Sand dunes ccowrred along the rowte on the south ede of the creck and 
showed evidence of wend eromon where the dunes lacked vegetation Vegetatees os a rah by 
sand blasting if stramg wends cccur shortly after seeds germenate The route between Sections 4 
and 21, T2JOWRIIIW, paraiicl: an mowed dramage that becomes Sewen Mile Gulch and 
adjacert sand dunes The gully eros was accelerated due to rune! withen the ex rateng pepeteme 
ROW s (BLM, 1999) 


34 WATER RESOURCES 
24.1 Surface Water 


The mayor hydrology: dramages crossed by the propesed pupebeme rowte are the (sree River and 
Blacks Fork River The Green River flows south through Sweetwater County and ts the largest 
tributary im the Colorado River Basin The Blacks Pork River i a tributary to the Groen River 
Roth rivers have a designated use classification of Class 2AR, meaning that the waters are 
protected for drinking « ater game and nem game fish fish comsumptoan other agratn hfe 
recreation, wildlife, agnowlture. mdustry, and scome value Roth rvers are encbuded on the 
Wyoming Section 4) thet of unpaired waters The State of Wyoming hae yet to mabe « 
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scontefically Gcfomuibic dcrmmaien of emparrmem for the Groon Revere The Blacks Fort 
Reever was btod as empanrod fer comtact recreatson mm the year 1H) (DeRacnro, 20003) 


Othe: surface water resources om the vicemity of the proposed papcieme mmchude omtcrmiticnt, 
ephomer al and perennial streams bvowicct pomds. socp. and wprings (BLM 1999) There were 


Surface « ater mm the Coreen River Rasen 1s used for agnowltural purposes murmcipal and domestx 
use mdustnal use recreational use and omuronmental use) frverommental uses mmctude the 
management of reservews, management of specees such as the cutthroat trowt, wildlife 
consumption and mammtonawe of wridhfe refuges (States West, 20001) 


The State of Wyoming has primacy over the Clean Water Act (CWA) within the 
CWA requires federal agencies to comply with requirements regarding the 
polhtants wo surface water bodies ate ae ath inaeanes 


custodial ln Gho eavterhte eutem ot epastfed Gimpead oma, tndadinn euthents 


The pepetine route wowld cross the floadplamns of the Green and Blacks Fort nvers Floodplams 
are protected by Executive Order 11988 Flondplam Management ht derects federal agencies to 


sandstones and shales (sround « ater mm the southernmost section of the proposed pepetine route 
(approwmately sowthermmest |$ mules) can be found wethen 20 to $0 feet of the surface Ground 
water slong the remamder of the rowte ranges from 50 to 200 feet below the surface. Shallow 
ground water can be found, however, m the Quaternary sand deposits that can be found 
throughow! the northern part of Sweetwater County Along the Blacks Fork and Green nvers. 
tuliow ground water & found m the mixed soils and terraces mm the alluvial basi 
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Groundwater vulncrabilsty to environmental contammants 1s low to modmum cicept along the 
river draimages (Hamerlinck ct al, 1998) 


Water wells have been drilled m the vicinity of the proposed pipeline, prmanily m the arca 
surrounding Granger. Approxmnaicly 14 percent of the wells drilled m Sweetwater County are 
used for domestic purposes. Most of the county's drinking water wells are drilled mio alluvial 
aquifers bounding Bitter Crock between the cities of Green River and Rock Springs, well cast of 
the southern termnus of the proposed pypeline. The average well depth in Sweetwater County 1s 
385 feet (Hamerlinck ct al, 1998). 


Ground water m the Green River Basin 1s used for agncultural use, municipal and domestic usec, 
and industrial use (States West, 2001). 


3.5 VEGETATION, RIPARIAN AREAS, WETLANDS 
3.5.1 Native Vegetation 


Vegetative communities m the Green River Basin consist of grasses to grass-shrub to forests, 
including sagebrush-whcatgrass, saltbush-greasewood and wheatgrass-needicgrass shrubsteppe 
(USFS, n.d). Vegetation im the vicinity of the proposed pipeline is dominated by species that 
require little water and can exist on andic souls. Predommant vegetation growing on the upland 
pipeline route consists of sagebrush, rabbitbrush, saltbrush, and greasewood Thicksprke 
wheatgrass, necdle-and-thread grass. Sandberg bluc grass, snakeweed, and cushon plant 
communities exist in the understory (BLM, 1999). 


Vegetation in the vicinity of the proposed pipeline can be important as a forage base for 
livestock, antelope, and wild horses, however, shallow souls and and conditions limit vegetative 
production (BLM, 1996). The amount of vegetative cover partially determines the amount of 
precipitation infiltration. Vegetation impedes runoff and mcreases te «porary surface storage, 
mereasing the infiltration of ramnfall 


3.5.2 Non-Native and Invasive Species 


Noxious weeds are plants designated by a federal, state, or county government as injurious to 
peblic health, agriculture, recreation, wildlife, or property. They are plants that are competitive, 
persistent, and permcious. They are also offen non-native. Invasive species are plants 
introduced into an e vironment with no natural enemies, such as insects or other plants, to limit 
thew reproduction and spread They frequently dommate native vegetal species if lefi 
unchecked Field surveys conducted m 2002 revealed no noxious weed establishment m 
undisturbed portions of the existing and proposed pipeline ROW ss (Fabian and Gayer, 2003) 


Newly disturbed portions of multiple pupeline routes between the Bird Canyon Compressor 


Station and the Gianger Plant are susceptible to infestatrons of mvasive/noxious weeds such as 
Canada thistic, musk thistle, and black henbane Monitoring for weed infestations and spraying 
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3.5.3 Riparian Areas and Wetlands 


willow, hawthorn, low shrubs, and lowland grasses at the pipeline crossing (BLM, 1999). 
Riparian communities are used for food, nesting habitat, and cover for many domestic and wild 


amma! species: 


Wetlands in the Green River Basin provide habitat for nesting and breeding ducks and goese. 
Local birds are the primary target for hunters. The Seedskadce National Wildlife Refuge to the 


cast of the proposed pipeline 1s heavily hunted for waterfowl 
Wetlands are protected under Executive Order 11990 Protection of Wetlands, which directs 


surveys in 2002 along the proposed pipeline route except in the ummediate vicinity of the Green 
and Blacks Fork mvers Areas along ephemeral drainages previously identified as showing 
wetland or riparian characteristics (BLM, 1999) were dry and showed no evidence of water 
(Fabian and Gayer, 2003). 


Palustrine wetlands are nontidal wetlands domimated by trees, shrubs, and persistent emergent 
vegetation, and the salinity due to ocean-derived salts is less than 0.5 percent. A wetland can 
also be palustrine if ut lacks such vegetation but is less than 20 acres in size, lacks bedrock 
shoreline features, 1s less than two meters deep, and the salinity due to ocean-derved salts 1s less 
than 0.5 percent. Emergent wetlands maintain the same appearance over a period of years 
because of relatively stabic climatic conditions (Tyrrell, 2001). 


National Wetlands Inventory maps identify wetlands to the cast of the route’s Green River 
crossing (BLM, 1999). The Green River Basin Water Plan identifies large areas in the general 
location of the pipeline route as possibly containing emergent, palustrine wetlands, specifically 
along the Green and Blacks Fork nvers. The proposed pipeline route crosses or would come 
close to || mpanan/wetland areas. Based on the National Wildlife Federation National Wetland 
Inventory maps, these locations are as follows 
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Table 3-3 Possible Areas and Wetlands Located Near Route 

-* 7 ‘Zz 7 é we" ; « - 
SE NW, S28. TION. RILIW Blacks Fork Rever RIUBG, PEMC 
SW NE. S21. TION. RILIW Tributary to Black's Fork Green River R4SBA ; 
SW NE. S28. T20 N. RITIW Severteen Mule Gulch R4SBA_ PEMC 
$44 59. T20N.RILIW Tributary to Severcen Mile W ash R4SBA 
SE, SE, $26, T22N. RILIW South Fork Shute Creet R4SBC 
NE. SW. S10. T22N. RILIW Shute Creech R4SRF 
Comer $3, T27N. RILIW Isolated wetlands | PUSA 
SW S16, T2IN. RILIW Groen Raver PEMC. R2UBH 
NE. $3, T23N. RILiW Tributary to Four Mile Guich PUBF«, R4SBA 
SE. S22. T25N. RI1iW Draw south of Lathe Colorado Well #5 R4SBA 
SE S16, T26N. RILiW West Fort Buckhorn Canyon R4SBA 
Table 34 of Wetland T 

= : 

i? $3 | : ) 
R4SBA Riverme (rivet), Intermutiemt Stream bed. Temporarily Flooded 
PEMC Patustrine (pond) Emergent, Seasonally Flooded 
R2UBG Riverine, Lower perenmal, Unconsohdated bottom, mtermutiently exposed 
R4SBC Riverme, Imermuttem Stream bed, Seasonally Flooded 
R4SBF Riverme. Interrruttert Stream bed, Serm permanently flooded 
PUSA Pabustrine ( nconseldated shore, Temporarily Flooded 
RIUBH Riverme. Lower perenmal, | nconsolidated bottom Permanently Floaded 
PUBF« Pabustrine U'nconsoldated bottom Serm permanently Flooded. E xcavated 


The information in this section includes the results of the surveys conducted in association with 
the MGR Rendezvous Phase IV Pipeline from Bird Canyon to Granger (O&G, 2003). Surveys 
for listed threatened and endangered (TAE) as well as sensitive and other special status species 
were conducted during spring and fall of 2002 and in April, 2003 to determine the current status 
of wildlife species and their habitats crossed by the proposed pipeline route. Results of these 
recent surveys are addressed im the following text, as appropriate. 


3.6.1 Big Game 


Wyoming Game and Fish Department manages four big game species in the vicinity of the 
herd units. Maps showing scasonal ranges for these species are located in Appendix C 


Pronghorn antelope habitat for the Sublette and Carter Lease herds is crossed by the existing 
pipeline ROWs as well as the proposed pipeline route. The pipeline route would cross crucial 
winter and year-long ranges of the Sublette and Carter Lease herds north and south of the Green 
River and at the southern terminus near Granger, respectively 
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Three herds of mule deer occur within the proposed pipeline route. The Subictic, Sicamboat, and 
Wyoming Range herds’ migration routes and winter and year-long ranges would be crossed by 
range ts located im Appendix C. 


Two elk herds mbhabst areas along the proposed pipeline route. Elk from the Pinedale herd would 
be unaffected by construction of this project duc to the large amount of available habitat in 
surrounding arcas. Approximately 20 acres of severe winter relief range for clk from the West 
moose ranges along the pipeline route is located in Appendix C. 


Two herds of moose inhabit arcas along the proposed pipeline route. The Subletic and Lincoln 
crucial moose winter range is not present im the proposed pipeline ROW (BLM, 1999). 


3.6.2 Raptors 


Many common raptor species are known to nest in the general vicinity of the proposed pipeline 
osprey. Sharp-shinned hawk, Cooper's hawk, northern goshawk, burrowing owl, and long-cared 
ow! may also be present in the area during the summer months. Birds that may winter im the area 
mclude golden cagic, red-tailed hawk, rough-legged hawk and great horned ow! as well as other 
less common species (Call, 1978). 


remnants to recently active. During the April, 2003 surveys, three sites were identified as 
occupied . One bald cagle nest was identified on an island on the Green River within one mile of 
crossing location of the Blacks Fork River. A pair of Swainson's hawks was also observed im the 
area. The third active nest was occupied by a single golden cagle at the time of the survey. This 
nest was located near milepost 11.5, approximately 0.25 mile cast of the proposed pipeline. 
Maps showing the locations of raptor nests are located m Appendix C. 


3.6.3 Upland Game Birds 


Upland game bird species were observed during the 2002/2003 surveys in Sweetwater County 
and are likely to occur in the vicinity of the proposed pipeline. These species may include sage 
grouse, ruffed grouse, blue grouse, partndge, pheasant and mourning dove Several of these 
species were observed in or near the proposed pipeline ROW, however, no breeding or nesting 
sites or critical habitat arcas were identified within or near the proposed ROW, with the 
exception of sage grouse (WNDD, 2003) 
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3.6.3.1 Sage Grouse 


The sage grouse 1s an upland game bird that 1s conmdered a sensitive species nm Wyoming Sage 
grouse icks have been identified within two mules of the proposed pipeline route Sage grouse 
licks within and near the cxisting pipeline ROWs and proposed route have been identified by 
BLM. They occur mm Section 44, TZ7N/RI12W and Sections 10 and 15, T2SN/R111W (Dunder, 
2003). Mr. Jum Dunder with the BLM has recently identified the presence of a ick located m 
Section 4, T27N/RI11W near the Bird Canyon Compressor Station. Any sagebrush habitat 
within two miles of a ick is considered potential nesting habitat. The time pernod stipulated for 
the preclusion of construction activitics within 0.25 mile of a sage grouse ick (strutting sites) is 
February | to May 15. The time pernod stipulated for the precluson of construction within two 
miles of a ick (nesting arca) is April | to July |. Maps with locations of sage grouse icks in 
relation to the proposed pipeline can be found m Appendi C 


3.6.4 Wild Horses 


The Little Colorado Desert Wild Horse Herd Management area overlaps with approximately 23 
miles of the proposed pipeline rowte. These horses are managed as an important part of the 
natural system under the multiple-use concept. Since 1971, with the inception of the Wild Free- 
Roaming Horses and Burro Act of 1971, the capture or harassment of wild free-roaming horses 
and burros on BLM lands is illegal (Dunder, 2003) 


3.6.5 Other Wildlife 


Many other small mammals, birds, and reptiles occur in the vicinity of the proposed pipeline. 
These species are typically preyed upon by raptors and mammalian predators within the area 
(WYNDD, 2003) 


3.6.6 Fisheries 


The Green River below the Fontenelle Dam supports brown, rambow, and cutthroat trout. 
Kokanee salmon spawn in October downstream of the dam. The river is classified as a Class 2 
trout fishery, which is a fishery of statewide wmportance. The Blacks Fork is classified as a Class 
4 trout fishery lt ts a fishery of local umportance but normally mcapable of supporting pressure 
from substantial fishing (WGFD, 1991) 
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3.7 THREATENED AND ENDANGERED AND SPECIAL STATUS 
SPECIES 


According to the BLM Manual Section 6840, species that are listed as candidates for TAE 
protection are protected from actions authorized, funded, or carned out by the BLM that would 
contribute to the need to list these specics as TRAE. Foderally listed TAE species and ther 
critical habitat are also protected by the Endangered Species Act of 1973. 


Information provided by the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service (USFWS, 2003) indicated that four 
TA&E and proposed species have been identified as potentially occurring im the vicinity of the 
proposed pipeline. These species include the bald cagle (Haliacetus leucocephalus), black- 
footed ferret (Mustela migripes), grizzly bear (Ursus arctos horribilis), gray wolf (canis 
lupus)(expermental), mountain plover (Charadrius montanus), and Ute ladies’ -tresses orchid 
(Speranthes diluvialis) In addition, peregrine falcons (Falco peregrimus) and four species of fish 
are listed (bonytail chub, humpback chub, Colorado squawfish, and razorback sucker). Table }- 
5 lists animal species of concern potentially occurring m the vicinity of the proposed pipeline 
route. Table 3-6 lists potentially occurring plants of concern. 


Table 3-5 Animal Species of Concern Potentially Occurring in the Vicinity of the 
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Table 34 Plant Species of Concern Potentially Occurring Along the Proposed 


A. > eh —— > 


ee 


_ 


Arete vem Mean Peete Covemmmmas Bimmer | maar | Afievwd | mommy 


SEEGoeGhoee 


Sensmrve (SES Region 4 
“State Rank assygned by WY NDI) and reflec ts stamens ef apec ees rttien preostite a! hem ders of the State ot Wh yommeng 
Si- Extremety Rare 
S2= Very Rave 
Si- Rare 
$4 Agnparenrly secure en may he rare en pewrtiomns of Ms ranger 
SS Sec are winder preset « omdbetrenns 


3.7.1 Bald Eagle 


A bald eagle nest is bac ated wrthen ane mile of the proposed papetine cronseng of the Crreen River 
This nest was found to be active with birds observed on the nest during the April 200) field 
survey (O&G, 2003) In addition, bald eagle foraging. potential nesteng and roosteng areas are 
found to the southeast of the proposed rowte withen the Seedshadee National Wiridhfe Refuge 


3.7.2 Black-Footed Ferret 


Black footed ferrets rely almost onterely on pramne dogs for foad and use pramne dog burrows for 
sheer ard rearing ther young Suitable habetat for black footed ferrets ts present wrthen the 
propesed ROW Surveys of praine burrowing dog activity identified several areas within 0 5 
mile of the proposed pupelime with active whute tavled pramne dog towns These areas were low 
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am burrow donety and actrvety was typecally scattered (O4G, 2003) These arcas are mapped as 
covomes and can be found om Append € 


The first of these arcas of burrowing activity was anprowematety three miles north of the Granger 
are approumately | $ mules from cach other and are scparatod by State Highreay ©) the Blacks 
Fork River, and a railroad (OAG, 2003). 


The second area bes near Severmile Gulch The colomes mm tus loca... cover appronemately 
200 acres Woethen thes compiles actrve burrows were oteerved m several lacahoms The burrow 
concentrations were low mm much of thes town and the areas of actrvety were scattered Although 
the complies meets the size requirement for black footed ferret habutat, burrow density « very 
low Thus comples 1s bhkely assacested wrth other colomes outmde of the survey corndor and i 
commdered to be surtable habetat for black footed ferrets (OMG, 2003) 


The turd area lies mm the Fourmile Gulch area, approximately 0.4 mile from the proposed . 
papelene Thus colony covers appronemately $0 acres and 1s scattered with low burrow denety 
Thus town i assoceated with other larger towns outmde of the one-mile survey boundary The 
area was identified by BLM Biologist Jim Dunder as being suitable habitat for black-footed 
ferrets (O&G, 2003) 


3.7.3 Grizzly Bear 


The grizzly bear has a wide range of habwtat tolerance The preferred habitat for grizzly bears 1 
typrcally comtiguces relatively undisturbed mowntamnous habetat wrth a high level of topography 
and vegetative diversity 


3.74 Canada Lynx 


The Canada lym is ome of three mayor species of wiidcats found m North Amenca, and prefers 
mormtane forest habetats Thes type of habetat 1s absent fromm the areas crossed by the proposed 


pepetone 


3.7.5 Gray Wolf 


Although wolves wrthen Wyormng remamn heted and protected under the Endangered Specres 
Act such wolves are commdered part of the nonessential ex pernmental population Managermert 
flexitulity «& provided for managing wolves existing outede of the National Part or Natronal 
Wiidhfe Refuge System Areas where wolves are designated as nonessential expermmental are 
treated as proposed rather than leted (ray wolves are dependert on movements of tig game 
and may cccur mm large ungulate migration simtermg of parturition areas 
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3.7.6 Mountain Plover 


Mourtam plover habetat 1 presemt wether the cxmteng papctene caorndor as well as adjacent to the 
proposed route wm several areas Foderal regulations roguire that clearance surveys will be 
conducted m arcas of surtable habitat poor to commruction during mountam plover nesteng 
season. This scasonal restriction @ applicable from April | Gwough July 15. Mapping of 
surtable habitat wrthen () 2S mule of the prapored papetine are presemiod in Appondia 


3.7.7 Peregrine Faicon 


Peregrine falcons prefer tall cliff faces near streams of rrvers for nesteng habrtat Sustable habrtat 
1% not present withen ome mule of the proposed papeieme in addition, peregrine falcon nesting 
locations were not identified during recent field surveys (OAG, 2003) 


3.7.8 Threatened and Endangered Fish 


There are four listed threatened and endangered fish species possibly present im the vicinity of 
the proposed pipelime. ~The USFWS has imdicated that the bonytail, Colorado pikeminnow, 
humpback chub, and razorback sucker may mhabet the Colorado River System mm the vicemty of 
the proposed pyepecheme The only waterways crossed by the praposed pepelene rowte that may 
support these apecees are the Coreen and Blacks Fork mvers No documented observations of these 
apecees withen the mm the vicemty of the proposed pupelime have been recorded, however, the 
apecses may be present mm waters of the rrvers crossed by the proposed pipelome route (USFWS, 
2003) 


379 Candidate and Sensitive Animal Species 


State senertive arumal apocres occur wrthen the area of the praposed ppetime rowte They em bude 
vanetes of berds marmmals and fish 


According to W yorwng Natural Diversity Datahase (WYNDD) records, all of the state sensitrve 
berds have been observed southeast of the Green River crossemg m the Seedshadee Natronal 
Wridhfe Refuge These mctude the Amercan bettern, great blue heron, osprey, meri, 
burrowing owl, and Rewick's wren Trumpeter swans are very rare and @ is unlikely that they 
are preser . the vicemity of the proposed papelime (BIM, 1999) 


Pygeny rabbets (Bractylagus sdahoensis) have heen observed and thee habetat aocurs along the 
prapesed rowte Swift for (i wines velor) are known to omhabe the sagebrush and grasslands m 
the vicemty of the praposed papelmme (HIM 1999) 


Fesh bested as state semertive that aocur mm the area are the rowndtar! chub flannetmowth sucker, 
Colorade River cutthroat trout, and the blue head sucker WYNTM) mnchudes a single record of a 
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bluchead sucter from the Green River north of the Fomtenciic Reservorr The scarce! cutthroat 
population to the proposed pupcline ts more than 12 miles northwos of the proposed pipciine 
route (BLM. 1999) 


3.7.10 Threatened, Endangered, and Sensitive Piants 


Ute ladies tresses occur prmanty on morst, suburngated or seasonally flaaded souls mm valley 
bottoms, gravel bars, old oxbows, or flaadplams bordermng springs, lakes, rvers, or peronmal 
streams They occu at elevations between |, 780 and 6,800 feet Field surveys were conducted 
for sustabie habrtat for the species during Apr! 200) No surtable habetat or orchads were found 
within of adjacent to the proposed pipeline ROW. Historically, there are no documented 
observations of Ute ladies’tresees along the Groen River m Wyoming There are no other 
federally sted TAE plant species known to occur mm the vicemty of the proposed pepelene 


of the proposed pupehme Big Piney Milkvetch Codar Rem thustle, large-frurted bladderpad., 
Payson's bladderpad, Swalien mountam-noegrass, Opal phlor, beaver mm phios, and tufted 
twinpod 


In addition to the above. the BLM identified state semertrve species that may occur mm the vicemty 
of the proposed pupeline These apecees mclude honey-scemt sand verbena, King’s milkvetch, 
Trelease 's racernous milk vetch, sickle saltbush echo aprng parsicy Wiloos enastrum, drvergernt 
beardiongue and sticky scorpon weed 


Lacations of potential habrtat for threatened. endangered, and senertrve plants cam be found om 
Appendia 


3.8 AIR QUALITY AND CLIMATE 


Weters can be long and harsh wtwle summers are woually het and dry Temperature extremes 
recorded at Crreen River, Wyormmng near and to the southeast of the proposed pepetene route have 
tanged from 47° F te 104° F The mean annual temperature © appronimately 57° F ao Big 
Piney Wyorming north of the praposed papeleme (FIM 20001) The annual mean precepriatiom os 
7.7 ches per year bul can wary greatly fom year te year Appronimately 20 percent of the 
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prouapiamen acours as snow = =Relatrwe hurmdety average: approusmaichly $$ porcom (BLM. 
19%) 


Winds ongenate prodommantly fom Ge wou to the soulhwos and can be very rong = The 
sverage annual wind speed @ Rack Springs, Wyoming. just to the can of Groen River, « 12 
miles por hour (BLM. 1996) 


382 Regulatory Authorities 


The Clean Aw Act (CAA) m Wyoming «© adeumistered by the Wyoening Department 
Environmental Quality, Aw Quality Divison (WDAQ) trough the Wyoming Aw Quality 
Standards and Regulations last updated | etruary 7 200) 


Aminert an qualty m a grven locaton « characterwwed by comparing the comcemtranen of 
vanous potbutants om the atmoaphere to the standards set by federal and state agencres The 
purpose of these standards 1s to allow an adequate marge of safety for the protection of prstvbc 
health and welfare from adverse effects reswtteng from pollutants m the armtwornt ar The premary 
pollutants of concern for winch federal and state amivernt a quality standards have been 
established om bude criena pollutants hazardows ae pollutants (HAPs) and tors aor potbutarts 
Emmons of HAPs and ae tonics are regulated ty the WIDAQ with pormets reguiateng endrvidual 
OMMIsSICNS BCHUFCES 


& 


National Arntwemt An (Quality Standards (NAAQCIS) set the abaotute upper temts for apectfc mer 
pollutant comcentratens om order to protect human health These pollutants are called “critena” 
pollutants and comers of carbon monoxide (CO) mtrogen onsdes (NO,) sulfur dronide (SO). 
particulate matter of |( mmcrans mm diameter or less (PM 10) total suspended partiowlates, and 
erone A geograpinc arca that meets or exceeds the berm. for a particular pollutant us called a 
“nonatiaswmernt area Areas where pollutants are measured below the bemets are called 
“gtlarmmernt areas 


Prevention of Sigm fic arm Detenoratan (PSD) regulations bend ormamons of pothutarnts from new 
sources im attainment areas in order to unplement its policy of nondegradation, the PPA 
designed types of areas mm wtuch certam types of morements of addrtronal pollution wowkld be 
allowed (lass | areas omc bude federal lands such as natronal parks national wilderness areas. 
and national monuments These areas are granted apecial ae quality protections under Sectran 
162 a) of the federal Clean Aer Act Class [fl areas allow addmonal, well comtrofied growth The 
nearest (lass | area ts the Birdger Wilderness Area approsemately | (0) mrles to the northeast of 
the northern termine: of the proposed papelime Cither Clase | areas further to the north of the 
route om bude the Teton Wiiderness Teton National Part and \ eflewmone Natrona! Part 


Aw quality related values such as veeibuhety and acid depest an are montored by the BM and 
the state \V restubety os degraded by the preneme of fine parteculates om the a The ( AA dows mew 
exphoethy defeme the qualities that comprise an quality related values (Fine 1999) however the 
tate has taken stops to ereure Git wielbelty m@ te Clase | areas to preserved The WDAQ 
prepared @ 200) “Drafl Review Repert on Wyormng’s Long Term Strategy for Vieitelity 
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Protection on Olas | Arcas™ etuch wr! the revised every three years The plan 1s emtomdod to map 
Mr meges through data accumulation to pres ade vretebety protecticm fromm reancmatyly attributable 
vendwhity empasrmen (WAQID 204) 


383 Air Quality 


Au quailty wits Sweetener County, where mow of the proposed pipeline would be 
constructed, is very good to excefiest (BLM, 1999) The proposed pipeline route is located im a 
Class 1 PSD area and is considered to be im attainment for all criteria pollutants (EPA Anata, 
2002) The primary polhutant on the vicemety of the proposed papeline route 1s partsculate maticr, 


then in Seestote Comty t 2042 tics Gut Ge axed men meaneremen of PM. 10 was 
27 pgim’, below the state ambient standard of 50 ppm’ (EPA AirData, 2002) 


Aneual visibility was measured in the Bridger Wilderness from 1988 through 1998. Trend 


leas than 20 percent of the time (BLM, 2003) 


39 VISUAL RESOURCES 


The proposed pipeline rowte crosses three Viewal Resource Managernemt (VRM) soneitivity 
Classes [Classes 1 (2), 11 (9), and TV (4) Appendix D- VR Map from BLM, 1999) parallel and 
adjacem! to multeple papeleme ROW s that commect the Berd Canyon Compressor Station /‘pupelene 
hub with the Granger Natural Gas Plant (Figure 1-1) The proposed pipeline's ROW parallels 
and « other adjacent to of overlaps with a permanent ROW of another existing natural gas 
pepetone 


The otyectrves of the three \ RM sensrtrvity classes are as follows 


© Class 11 (2) The otyective is to retain the existing character of the landscape 


© Class TV (4) The otyective i@ to provide for management activities requiring 
major modifications of the existing character of the landscape The level of 
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change to the cheracternstic landscape can be high, and management activities 


of form, linc, color, and texture of the surrounding landscape 


The VRM Class Il areca taat would be crossec by the proposed pupcline us associated with the 
Green River, its valicy floodplam, and adjacent uplands on either side of the nver. The VRM 
Class Il] areas are located south southwest and mmmediatcly adjacent to the Class Il arca along 
the Green River and both north and south of the Blacks Fork River ncar Granger, Wyoming 
VRM Clas. IV arcas occupy the remainder of lands crossed by the cxisting pipelines and 
proposed new pipeline (BLM, 1999) 


3.10 NOISE 


Noise is defined as unwanted or annoying sound that is typically associated with human 
activities and that interferes with or disrupts normal activities (Salter, 2000). Sound and noise 
are measured as sound pressure levels in units of decibels (4B). Response to nowe varies 
according to its type, its perceived importance, its appropriatencss in the setteng and time of day, 
and the sensitivity of the individual receptor. Human hearing is simulated by measurements m 
the A-weighting (dBA) network, which de-cmphasizes lower frequency sounds to simulate the 
response of the human car Some typical sound levels from common nose sources are presented 
in Table 3-7. 


Vaan Sv Sound Levels Aessctaled Wi Nets Gavenments end Puls 


as 
7-4 
a5 Queet 


Human voice whisper at 5 feet 20 Very quiet 

Seurce Compuled from BLM, 200 4c. aM 2000, SAIC, 2002. USGS, 1981 

*These values are logaritthrma measurements (1¢ every 10-4 A morease es percerved by the human ear as 
approsemately tv nce the previous morse level therefore a rural area mm the day shout twice as loud ass rural 


area at mght) 
‘Corrected for high winds 


The Inverse Square Law of Nowe Propagation states that sound level imtensny decreases by 
approximately 6 dBA with every doubling of the distance from the sowrce. Further reduction 
occurs when sound energy travels far enough to be appreciably reduced by absorption (Harris, 
1991) 
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The primary noise sources in the vicinity of the proposed pipeline are wind noise, traffic noise 
where route would be ncar Highway 30 and other roads, and noise from jet aircraft overflights 
(BLM, 1999). 


The route of the proposed pupcline ai 1 southern termmus passes approxrmatcly 0.5 miles north 
of the community of Granger. Remdences m Granger would be considered sensitive human 
nowe receptors. Granger ts located adjacent to Highway 30 to the cast and railroad tracks to the 
sowth and west. Residences in Granger are subjected to traffic noise from the highway and 
railroad notse as traons pass through the arca 


noise levels have been promulgated by the U.S. Environmental Protection Agency (EPA). The 
EPA provides guideline norse levels im relation to anticepated noise/human activity disturbance 
impacts in relation to imdustnal construction and operations, below which the general public 
would be protected from activity mterference and annoyance. Outdoor locations “in which quict 
is a basis for use™ are assigned 4 maximum nowwe level of 55 dBA. Laws or regulations on 
acceptable nose lemuts have not been established by the State of W yomung. 


3.11 CULTURAL RESOURCES 
3.11.1 Cultural History Overview 


Cultural resources om the area of the proposed pipeline consist of sites associated with prehustonc 
before present terme (BP) through 350 BP. when European cultural tems began to arrive in the 
Green River Basin. Approximately 75 percent of the sites found in the Green River Basin are 
evidence of carmp sites (BLM, 1996) 


Many histone sites in the Green River Basin are associated with histone trails. The Upper Green 
River Basin provided practicable routes over the Continental Divide and over the major rivers of 
the region Tratls provided a route through the and regson on the way to finding mouster lands to 
the west and nearer the coast (BLM, 20034). Several historic trails would be crossed by the 
proposed pypelime They include the Oregon-Califorma-Mormon-Pony Express Trails and the 
Subletic, Kinney (East Bank Kinney), and Slate Crock Cutofis of the Oregon Trail. The Oregon 
Trail is listed im the NRHN? (BLM, 1999). The Kinney, Slate Crock, and Sublette Cutofis were 
variants of the Oregon Trail, cach crossing the Green River at a different location. The routes 
rejoined to the west before reaching the Bear River and the main route of the Oregon Trail 
(BLM, 20034). 


Other historic sites m the Green River Basin are associated with the carly fur trade, the frontier 
military, railroads, the mining industry, ranching, and carly oi! and gas development (BLM, 
1996) 
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Cultural resources are protected under the National Histonc Preservation Act of 1966, the 
Archacological Resources Protection Act of 1979, Exccutive Order 11593 Protection and 
Enhancement of the Cultural Exvironment, and Executive Order 13007 Indian Sacred Sues. 


3.11.2 Cultural Resource inventory Results 


Class II] inventones for much of the proposed prpcleme ROW were compicted in association with 
the installation of the existing pupelones (Enders, 1987, Darlington, 1994, Murray, 1996, Murray, 
1998) and the proposed, but never utilized, Jonah Gas Gathering Company's (JGGC's) Bird 
Canyon to Granger Pipeline, South Segment ROW (Sines, 1998). The inventories resulted in the 
testing and documentation of previously known sites, the recording and evaluation of previously 
documented with the proposed MGR Rendezvous Phase IV Pipeline ROW during these previous 
surveys (Stainbrook and Yerkovich, 2003) 


Additional field work conducted for the proposed Phase IV pipeline included: 


e A Class Ill cultural resource inventory of areas not within the JIGGC ROW including 
staging arcas. 

e A field reconnaissance to confirm the proposed and newly staked pipeline was located 
within the previously inventoned JIGGC ROW; and 

e Testing for eligibility for nomination to the NRHP (Stainbrook and Y erkovich, 2003). 


Based on previous and the current Class Ill inventores, approximately 52 sites (49 previously 
recorded and 3 mewly identified) and two isolated finds are documented within the proposed 
MGR Rendezvous Phase IV Pipeline ROW. Two sites are listed on the National Register, the 
Oregon Trail (48S W827), and the Oregon Trail/Pony Express Rowte (48S W827/48S W6274). 
Twenty-two of the sites are recommended chigible for nomination to the NRHP. One cligible 
site, 48SW6738, was not relocated (Sines, 1998) during the origins! JGGC Bird Canyon to 
Granger, South Segment, and 1s probably mis-plotted — he proposed prpeline crosses portions of 
these sites that do not contribute to then chigible status Site 48SW2601, considered not eligible 
for inclusion to the NRHP, was not relocated during the current inventory. Sites 488W6725, 
48SW6739, 485 W6740, 48SW10919, ad 48SW12064 were not relocated during previous 
inventories (Sines, 1998, Yerkovich, 2003) and are documented destroyed. Seventeen of the 
sites are documented not eligible for inclusion oa the NRHP. One site, 485W9739, was 
unevaluated to the National Register. Testing durimy the current project determined the site is 
not chgible for inchusson on the NRHP. 
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3.11.3 Traditional Cultural Properties 


Native Amencan tribes, mnchuding the Ute, Arapahoe, Cheyenne, Shoshone, and Shoshone- 
Bannock, have been identified with wibal territones located mm the general areca of the pipeline 
route: No Native Amencan religous concerns were identified as a result of public scoping 
including outreach with potentially affected Native Amoncan Tribes 


3.12 SOCIOECONOMICS 


The discussion im thus section refers to the sociocconomx climate mn Sweetwater, Lincoln, and 
Sublette counties. The proposed pipeline route is located premanly m Sweetwater County The 
far northern reach of the papeline enters Sublette County just north of Sweetwater County line. 
County. The cities and communitics im closest proximay to the proposed pipeline would be 
Rock Springs (Sweetwater County), Green River (Sweetwater County), Granger (Sweetwater 
County), Kemmerer (Lincotn), and La Barge (Lincoln) The three counties are primarily rural 
provided the basis for community development durnng the mncteenth century, however, its 
gas industry, provides for much of the area's economic well berg. 


3.12.1 Demographics 


The populations of Sweetwater, Lincoln, and Sublette counties are primarily white and male 
Slightly over 50 percemt of the population of cach county is male. Sweetwater County 
approximately 92 percent white while the other two counties are greater than 97 percent white 
Each county contains very small populations of Native Amencans, Hispamcs, and other 
minorities (U.S. Consus Bureau, 20034, b, and c). From 50 to 67 percent of graduating high 
school semors expect to comtenue thes educations im college (madisonrealtor com) 


Recent population trends are shown in Table 3-8 Populations on the three counties peaked mm the 
rmd- 1980s and gradually dectimed thereafter The populations of Sublette and | sncobn counties 
remained fairly level during the 1990s. Contrary to thew stability and the slight gam 
population exhibited by the State of Wyoming, Sweetwater County has shown a net loss 
population each year since 1993 The reasons for the changes im population growth dec time were 
probably related to the level of activity associated with the oil and gas industry (University of 
Wyoming, 2003) Statestics maitamed by the US Consus Bureau indicate that while the berth 
rate to death rate ratio us relatively constant, mcreasing numbers of remdents are mmgrateng out of 
the county Rock Springs, the mos! populous city im Sweetwater County, displays an even greater 
rate of population decline than the county as a whole Recent statistics for the years 2000 and 
2001 mdicate that Sweetwater County comtenued to lose population at a rate of approximately 
two percent over the three-month period from April to July, 2001 (U.S. Coneus Berean, 200%) 
Lincoln and Sublette counties, however, show population growth ever the same peried, a | 5 
percent and 1.7 percent, respectively (US. Consus Bureau, 2003), c). The growth of Subletic 
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County « attributed to mcrcamng sumbers of person who may retere there (McLeod a al. 


1998) 
Table 3-4 Sweetwater and Sublette Counties 
| : _ 453 Se8 Loe a0 104 rx) 
Serene ater ( oumney _}__ 3) 37613 1200 4) 
Rect Spem | 8M 14708 ane 203 
Lancotn County _) 12.425 14573 oan ia 
Sasheme (ommty an) 5.920 eT? Tt) : 


Source Resi Estee Comer ot Texas AGM Usewersity 2002. o bc, ond d and PR Sys.com, 2001 


3.12.2 Economic Activity 


Wyoming's coonomy reached the bottom of an cnergy bust mm 1987 and started to recover 
thereafter. The recovery began to slow mm 1996. The slate coonomic forccast is for slow growth 
through 2008 (Wyormmg Departrnent of Admumstration and Information, 2000) 


The premary revenue produceng mdustres mm Sweetwater, Lencoin, and Sublette counties are 
mememg. emcbudeng on! amd gas the government transportation and manufacturing The mung 
mndustry accounted for approxsmnately 40 percent of total carnmengs om the first part of the decade 
1990.2000, however, that percentage declined to approumately 12 percent by 1999 Parmung 
and agnocultural services dechened by 25 percent over the decade, and tramaportation and utiles 
declined by three percent Manufacturrng revenues, though draplayed growth during this penad 
to account for over 10 percent of total revenues generated (BI.M, 2003) 


Mineral property « the mayor component of property assessed by the state at 9) percent, and 
minerals production is the major source of tax revenues for the government Oil and gas 
production comprised &2 percent of all meneral valuation m the three-cownty area m 2001 Of all 
property and production assessed by state and local governments, ol and gas operations 
accounted for 67 percent of assessed value mm 200! Tax revenues fromm moeneral production were 
approumnately $114 mulon mm 2001 Approxemately 9! percent of that figure was derived from 
ol and gas operations HM ts mot surpriseng. then, that ol and gas operation m the three counties 
accounted for 6) percent of the property taxes generated for fiscal year 2001. in addition, 
natural gas production generated the greatest! portion of severance tas revenues for the countres 
at approsemately 7} percert Federal royalties gencrated from muneral production were $4 2 
milken om 2001(RLM, 200 te) 


ln 1995, the median howscheld moome m Sweetwater County was $47,118. In 1999, the per 


Capita moome was $29,153) Approsemately exght percent of ts papwlation wed below poverty 
level (Uimrversuy of W yormeng 20003) 
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appronemately |) percent of the lshor force @ the Geee countics was 
resource extraction, as 1 typscal of many rural areas m the western United 
The commties also sherwed a slightly bigher level of crmployment associated eth farmeng 
(44 percent) than the state as a whole (3.8 percent) (BLM, 200%e) 
Employment figures for the scoond quarter of 2000 mmdicated Gut Subletic County had « 
mgmficamt gam em pots, but Sweetwater and Lincoln counties fell approummatety 2 6 percent as a 
losses m the meneng, construction tranaportation, and pubhc utilities sectors 


; 
if 


Unemploymem mm Sweetwater and Lincoln counties was approsemately five and om percent 
respectrvely om 20000 somewhat bigher than the state unormployment rate of approumately 2 $ 
percem Sublette County, however, fell below the state figure at shghtly less than three percent 
(BLM, 2003¢) 


3.13 ENVIRONMENTAL JUSTICE 


Federal agercses are required to conduct ther programs policres, and actrvities that substantially 
affect human health or the environment m a way that ensures that no person is excluded from 
Participation theres, domed the benefit of, or subjected to drscremenation due his race, color, of 
national ongen Executrve Order 12898 requires federal agemcres to assess thew proyects to 


The praposed papeteme would he located near several other papetemes that comtam gas and fusds 
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Two sold andor harardows waste facelmes are lacated m Swoetester County aca Granger 
There are no RCRA Corrective Acton oftcs @ Ge ace surrounding Ghee pepeiene route (WDE, 
2001) 
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4.0 INTRODUCTION 


Chapter 4 addresses derect, mdésrect, and curqulatrve empacts of the Proposed Action and No 
Action ahhernatrves for cach affected resource Dhrect umpacts are commdered premary empacts 
whee emderect empacts are commdered secondary umpacts Boenefixsal and adverse om ene and 
off ame comstructon operational and mantoname mmpacts are also dex rhed as apprapnate 
Adverse umpacts mctude those that could be avended of Gememhed ecth the anphcation of 
mitigation measures as well as unavendable adverse empacts The analyses focus on overall 
preyect develapmen mmpacts and differentiate mmpacts fromm the sheartterm vs long term 
scenanos, where appropriate long term umpacts are commdered to be those whose effects that 
would last more than frve years Finally the analyses wdentify ary resedual empacts, these dorect, 
mnderect or curmulatrve crmpacts that would remarn after appbi atrom of the metigatian measures 


Adverse wumpacts are described as mgrmfaant or large or mmgmficart or small The fotlewg 
crtteria were developed by the Councs! on Pieverommental Quality to determune whether an 
acthan § potential er ronmental effects are severe omemgh to be segrw fre ant 


Rone ficial or adverse effects. 

F ffect cm pastebin health and safety. 

F flect on a urmque googr api area. 

( antrovermal effects on the human om ronment. 
Highly wncertamn, um@que or uninewn risks. 


Precedertal effects. 

Curmulative effects. 

F flect om buster screntifx ot cultural resources. 
E flect on endangered apecies and 


Comphance wrth federal, state, or local law (Fogetman, | 990) 


A findeng of sogrmficamt empact would require the development of an environmental mmpact 
sl aternery 


The smpact analyses presented mm this chapter commder MGR s extenerve emvercrmmental 
commutments describe. om Chapter 2 and refer to apecefx commmtments, as appraprate. to 
characten ze potential empacts and substantiate related umpact femebomes 


Any measures, om addition to those described om (hapter > that cowld he apphed to further reduce 
on avend adverse empacts are dercrvbed mm apecifx resource area sections as Mmtigatan moaseures 
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4.1 LAND USE AND GRAZING 
4.1.1 Proposed Action 


beapiomematon of the Praponed Action would not prectude current other uses of the arcas om and 
around the papetime route There would be mo changes mn surface cenerstep installation of the 
Papetne does nee conflict wath curromt rommng regulations 


Some duyplacemert of multeple wees on federal land from the papeteme ROW would slightly 
reduce the avaslatulty or quality of the resources, premarily m the tormporary unrvallateity of 
lard wrthen the grarmng allotmonts If the praposed papetene were comstructed land disturbed try 
commtracton would be aripped of vegetation a: a result of the Mading wits Ge ROW. 
Although the surface would he ava lable to grazeng aromas after comstructioan re estabbahenert 
of vegetation would require tome and sufficomt procepttation ht us estemated that 45 AlMs 
would be empacted for the short term untel grasses are re-established after ame to three years 
The values of grazemg Al'Ms for cattle and sheep were estemated using data obtamed from the 
Wyong Agricultural Service Cattle graving was valued por AUM af $31.80, and sheep 
grazing was valued per AUM a $27 22 (BLM, 2003¢) Assuming that af! anemals utilizing the 
graremg leases are cattle provides a conservative estemate of the total wabue of the grazeng 
temporanty affected by the proposed papeleme at $1,097 10 The empacts to graring are 
commdered to be mumemal because they wowkd be shart term (ame to three years) and would net 


affect the long term usabebity of the grazeng allotments 


Comertem erth mitigation presemted mm Section 2) MGR shall net apen any more trench than 
can be successfully backfilled and compacted m a two-day penad Portheons of the proposed 
ROW witten 025 mile of livestock will be fenced of required by the BLM field agent 
Appl atom of these measures would menmermre mmpacts of apen trench comdiens on lrvestack 


and eridhfe particularly beg gare apex ves 


Comstruction of the pupelme would not change the health status of the rangeland m general 
Resources such as sovls water vegetation and a wowld not be adversely affected Please refer 
to sections om this FA descriteng the current status and environmental comsequences to cach of 
these resources 


leapacts to bac a! tramapertation would he menor and temporary Prpeteme comstructan wewld 
result on addrtemnal traffx along the roadways increased traffx wowld be termperary and beneted 
to the four mmenth construction temeframe The exrsteng road network wowld not be ahered to 
comstruct the papelme fF xrsteng roads to be used mm acceseeng the prapesed construction ROW 
are idertified on the maps m Append Bo Read crosemngs would be accomplished through 
honmg so that traffic wowld net he rempeded The progoned papetene rome wold parallel amd he 
adjacert to mutteple exrsteng pepetme ROWs The prapesed route s comstructen ROW wewld 
overtap with exrsting popelene RO'Ws such that empacts to ervwronmmental reseurces would be 
Frvernerrns ceed 


No adverse empacts are expected to affect recreation rescurces | ex ateng the papetene on paratiel 
and adjacemt to existing papelenes romeves the possiivlty of umpact to any of the neartry 
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recreational arcas Boring under the Groen River would chamenatc adverse umpacts to water 
quaity that cowid umpar wow fiutong and eridife satel) down crver at the Sondsh adore 
Natrona! W ridhic Refuge 


4.1.2 No Action 


There would be no temporary loos of 4.5 ALUM correqponding to the portion of the pipeline 
ROW that would be bladed for commraction purposes There would he no terperary mcroane em 
traffx slong area row near the papetene ROW ss 


vicemty of the ste because there are no actrve faults m the ummediate area and there would be 
only muner entrumen emo hedrack fF acavatiom for the new papelne would eocur much below the 
allevial surface m same kx atoms along the rowte however the fractured nature of the hedrack 
would probably allow excavation to proceed « mihewt blasting The terran along the rowte shores 
lex a! varatrcms on chev atrom tet hex ane the shape es generally low rs net piryse ally predraposed 
to the occurrence of landslides that could he exacerbated by preceprtatien on surfaces exposed or 
demuded as a result of commruction activities The shape rateng mdicates that the surface slong 
the rete 1s surtable for surface and deep mechan a! ene preparations (Halasz et al 2000) 


There would be no mmpacts to the availablity of onl and gas resources, lecatable or salable 
munerals as a result of pxpeline comstruction because there are no known aoourrences of those 


remermarc es ahewg the prope tome rrmmte 


C eomstruction of the praposed papetene wold om comme areas draturh hedreeh as treme beng ccc urs 
om the relatrvely shallow sels and would have the potential to rmpact undracervered ac verti fic ably 
sogmifx art fowmls however the omplomerntation of the appli ant commedttiod mmrtigation meanures 
wewld effectively ebemenmte ompacts to palecmiokygn al rescurces  Aguvbe art comme€ttod 
Prtigatiom measures er bude worker ematracticn amd edhe atron with reanect to legal requirerne cts 
and procedures f fools wore excowered They ase melede contingency plow of « 


Paloowto lege al dracervery wore made 
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tnoreased pula access to the CoOmmructian wiles may mmorcane the appertundes for unathanred 
fosm:! coflecsan, however bocause the papeieme would be commtructed adjacent! to exsting 
muhtaple papchines. oes unbebety that mew Graco eres would be made 


4.22 Wo Action Alternative 


The No Action shernatrve would result m no mmpacts to geological resources The exsting 
papetene ROW s would roman om thes current condman subyect to emvwenmental comdmons 
Redrex t wemsid new he draturthed 


beaplomemtation of the Wo Actran alernatrve may mabe ef more difficult for orl and gas producers 
to tranaport thes products to market Wethew! the atubrty to tramapert hydrocarbons aperateng 
compares may be forced to ac ale hack production on thew es rsteng wells andor re ev abuate thee 
future driibeng plans 


There cowld be adverse mdsrect smpacts to areas served by papetenes that tranapert onl and gas 
frown the regron Dhrmemrshed av arlatebety of the meneral resources may result om Germemished 
atwbety to conduct actrees that depomd upem ready av arlabebty of fuet 


Hf the pipetene were net comstructed paleontology al rerources wowkd net 
madvernent!y destroyed There would also however be mo poseulty that addtional 
paloomology al reseurces wowld be drscervered recorded and studved 


423 Cumulative impacts 


There would be ne cumulative cmpacts to grologn al or paloomiokegy al resources as a resull of 


Papetine comet can Appl art commeted mrtigation meanures rm budeng these em Section 
218 would effec rvely ehemmate adverse umpacts to these resources 


43 SOLS 
431 Proposed Action 


Ponertial emmacts from papetene Comatraction om bude stream sedvenemtation sex! CemvLarrenatimn. 
and stream bark and channel mmeatatebty Nome of the sen! types identified along the paopetmne 
route, with the exception of the Kamdaly are capecially susceptihle to surface Greturtung 
actrees (RIM 1996) | emear features euch as a pepelome cam have augmented erossem empacts 
due to the large amount of edge between dreturhed and undrerurhed areas There mwemsid he scone 
lows of sents due to the piryscal alteration of the existing sew! profile in general there are no 


large steep areas alone the roane whore developement weld remelt om chumpeng or landebdes 


Sen! erpeaure to forces of eromam would he mmeoreased during comstructon after vegetation 1 
stripped and tape! « bladed emo eundrowed stcctgek oethen the comstructian ROW 
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W undrowed tapace! and crponcd sufracwhs would he matyect lo ac chermod «mer and eumd cromen 
duc to lows of pretectrve vegetative cover, bagher runofl rmca tower infiltraman rcs and mare 
Gurect expowure to wend «The tomperary placement of tapaew! and orca: aiod suncw! emo aqparaic 
weundrowed mactprics for the Guratan of commratian as Comm:ttiad to by the agyple art eculd 
prevent sew! mining and would allow for remarahan of the sow! profile and aptermzatian for re 
eatabindwnert of praductrye sew! Candmrans and vegetative comer fedbow ng trom hac t filling 


Sem! compaction trem veteceutar traffic cowhd result om reduced mew! productrety due to boss of sen! 
structure morcaned cresditwhety and decreased infiltration and ~ ater storage Capacsty = increaned 
sew! croman can petortially moreane sodement yield turtedery and salmty to Gramages As 
described m Sectem 221, all equapmenmt and velucular acoess would be confimed to exiting 
roads and the estabirehed ROVW theretry avondeng seul compaction on undisturbed areas MiB 
has commedttiod to avond vetuc he travel durmng saturated new! comdmtsams to avend wmpacts that could 


be caused by ruttene 


Travel through across ephemeral stream channels cowld break down hanks mcrease sedument 
load, cause of accelerate cromon, and destabilire the chammel The pipeline would be bored 
beneath the Green and Blacks Fort rrvers to prevent cromen and to munemize atry mmcrease mm 
sedemenm lead to the waters from pupelme comstruchon Barmg benesth the rrvers would 
preserve the vegetation along the river banks to mamta soll mately Wf river banks were 
affected by papetine comstruction MGR would return the hamk to it: ongmal form and statwhre 


the shee 


Rex aune of the applic art prapesed om rranmental protection measures presented mm Sections 
22 Vand 2 15 compacts to sevls along the pepeteme route wowld be avended or mrnermzed 


432 No Action Alternative 


Under the Ne Action alternatrve, sevls along the proposed papeleme route would not be further 
Guturbed =f thie federal action were denied, & & possible that other pipelines would be 


comstructed adjacem to the exrsteng popebemes om the future 


433 Cumulative Effects 


The meremental amount of added disturbed area outside the exrsteng near areas of dreturbance 
from the comstruction of exrateng papebenes adjacent to the propose pupetine ROW would net 
comtriate to long term cummwlatrve adverse effects to sevls woth the anphcation of apphcant. 
Commtied stabi bizatiom and reclamation moanures The estabbrehemernt of native vegetation along 
the propesed papeline ROW wold brent the amount of ser! lows fromm eroman and aleng wrth 
returmeng productive seowls comdetecms om the exrateng papetome ROVW's plus successful roc lamatian 
of the proposed papeteme ROW curmulatrve empacts to sow! stabelety and praductrvety would be 
freervermal and short term 
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44 WATER RESOURCES 
441 Proposed Action 


Penertial empacts to + mer resource: would te lemand to surface wmers The degth to ground 
wamer slong the crmere papeteme remne wowld pre bude advorne eflects fram papetmne comatructsan 
and apersiom =6There » ahd be no empacts to wer wells Ponortial agpacts to surface eaters 
cowld wc hude shart term moreased turtedmy sahemety amd sedemertatean of the surface © mers 
Gurvng scancmal flows on prec apetaticon event: duc to pruned! and croman from duturhed upland 
wee 


Clearing and blading followed by comstructio vetucte travel across ephemeral stream chasmets 
cowld breah deren harks omrease sedemert loud cawee or a celerate ross and destatwhre the 
channel However, vetucle access to the papetene RCW would he comfimed to crssteng access 
roads and to the comstracten ROW No new rads would be constructed for tus preyect If 
veta les were anermed when sents wore saturated ruts comld form that cowld moreane eroman 
MGR however has commuted to suapending operations per Section 2 15 of ruts form that are 


greater than four ences deep effectively mutigatong thes peaertal eflect 


Crossing the (rreem and Blacks bart rvers could pememteally cause an emoreane om sodwmertiateern 
fram river hank eromen The papetene would he horead hemeath the (sree and Blacks Fart rrvers 
to prevent river bark disturbance and portal accelerated eromen and te emaure no mmeoreane om 


cromem, and corrossen Pipeime farlures due to eacess pressure are prevemed 
engineering design and rebef valves which dreeqnae erceserve pressures as apecified m 49 (FR 
192 198 Operating pepetenes are comtimucnis!y momctorad through porvenda leakage surveys 
patrols, as required by 49 CPR 192 705 and 706, to anticupate and correct protlems before 
farbures occur The posmitebety of leakage emo exther rrver es remente 


Approumately 7.1 and 5.1 acre-feet of water would be withdrewn from the Blacks Pork and 
Career rivers reapectivety for hydrostate testing after papeteme matatiateen es compiles  Poermnets 
on hoemee agreements for «mer evthdrae al would he ottarned from the stare The terms of tee 
permet would omeure that the quantity uaed for testeng would net harm umes of the rrver © aters 
Srwe dea harge operations wold alae he permetiod Cremngh the state perme: Comdetecwns eeneshed 
oneure the dracharged « mer would net damage sewls or surface waters at the pom of dene harge 
The test = ater weld he tested and treated df necessary to oneure that « meets lx al state and 
federal «ater quabety standards and permed comdeioms pew te ms relomne 


Appin art commented metigation measures om hudimg theme crstioned om See teem 21 10) menwbd 
effectively ehemenate or mememre moet adverne UpACT! tow ALET Quality quem) oF une 
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442 Wo Action Alternative 


If the papeleme wore not comstructed, current actrvetees that have the potential to adverer!y affect 
wae quality would commuc These actrvtics ox bade brvewtcxt prareng 


443 Cumulative impacts 


Comtrachon of the pipeline would roguire Gat the papelme crows the Groes and Blacks Fork 
rrvers The multaple papetene route, however, was established so that pipelines could be 
commtructed om a way that memmuizes empacts to natural resources, mcbodumg water resources 
Agplcan<cmmm:tied mitigation measurcs m Secroe 2) wow'lt effectrvely chemmnate 
coatribytions to adverse curmulatrve uomacts to © ater quabety quartety or use 


45 VEGETATION, RIPARIAN AREAS, WETLANDS, AND NON- 
NATIVE & INVASIVE SPECIES 


451 Proposed Action 


bmpacts to vegetatrve resources are evaluated with reapect to long-term vegetation productivity 
and permanem changes om apecses compostion (onstruction of the praposed pipeline wowld 
ternporan!y drsturh approsematety 478 acres After comstruction is complete, approsmmately 337 
acres would cometetute the ©) year ROW Dhsturbed areas would consist of erther direct removal 
of vegetation from Pladmmg grading. and trenching of the papelme ROW oF superficial damage 
from vebuctes and foot traffic on the ROW lnwasrve, noxious weed species could mfest 
disturbed areas showld seeds oF cuttings of samme apecres he transported naturally or accsdentally 
to the disturbed areas All drsturbed areas would however, be reclasmed and revegetated soon 
after construction ts complete and m accordance with Section 22.3 and agency requirements 
The upland seed mature bested om Table 2 | would promote the term establishment of grasses mm 
the short term «tule the shrubs would hecorme estashshed over a longer penad of time (Crasses 
cowld requere two to three years for successful re establishment (70 percent cover) m the area's 
and emwormmernt The shrub component on newly disturbed areas may require more than 20) 
years for recevery to pre disturharwe levels after reseedeng and reclamateon activities begen As 
an apply art commmtiod mitigation measure trees where present would mot be disturbed | ong 
term praductreety of shrubs wowld he adversely affected evthen the ROW and construction areas 
Lemg term praductiyrty of grasses would nat he affected 


Surface dreturhance actrvetces cowld affect gpecial status plant apecses derectly and mterectly by 
destroying mmdrv duals or thee habutat. and by the mmtraduction of weeds Weedy apecses often 
terrve on Greturfed etes such as road ROWs and out.compete more deserable plant gpecies 
Increased weed mnfestation may render a site less praductrve as a source of forage for wridhfe 
and brvemect Althemgh sorme weed mfestation may be amturpated om the prapesed papetene 
ROW the application of weed preventative and comrol measures presemted m Sectram 2 3 15 
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would minumuizr impacts from wood spececs. The overall empacts to vegetative resources would, 
therefore, be mummmal. 


Wetlands and mpanan arcas associated with the pupclone crossings of the Blacks Fork and Groen 
rivers would be compicted m such a way a5 to avord dGircct mmpacts and to allow the 
wetlands/nparian arca to contimuc to funchon. The usc of a HDD would allow the papcline to be 
constructed beneath these em ronmentally sensArve arcas mm order to avond surface disturbance 
In addition, MGR would obtam th. permits required to compicte pipchene construchon m these 
arcas. Section 404 and Nationwide #12 permit comdstions would rogurre adoguaic measurements 
to be taken to protect these resources. Based on use of protective measures described m Section 
2.3.10 and compliance with the Nationwide #12 permet admmmneered by the ACE, there would be 
no loss of wetlands/wetland functon or mpanan arcas'mparan arca functionality or umpacts to 

existing wetlands'mpanan arcas Therefore, wetlands and mpa ian arcas would not be adversely 
sfioctod by constuction and eperation of te piestine 


4.5.2 No Action 


There would be no disturbance to the existing vegetation on the ROW nor to mparian area or 
wetlands, however, demal of the Proposed Action docs not preclude the construction of 
additional pipelines im adjacent, parallel ROWs af a future date that would adversely affect 
Vegetation 

4.5.3 Cumulative impacts 


Consiruction of the pypeline would mcrease the amount of disturbed lands along the papeline 
route by 478 acres The multiple pypeline route, however, was established so that prpelones could 
be constructed in a way that minimizes smpacts to natural resources. The establishment of the 
pipeline rovte allows disturbance to be localized) The imcremental loss of vegetation by 
construction of the proposed prpelrne would be minemal 


4.6 WILDLIFE AND FISHERIES 


Any impact to wildlife resources will be considered significant if any action related to the 
construction of the proposed prypeline should happen to prevent realization of Wyormmg Game 
and Fish Department's big game population objectives, result in the disruption of breeding raptor 
activities, result in the permanent disruption im sage grouse breeding activitees, and/or mmterfere 
with WGFD fish population otyectives. Due to the small amount of habitat loss compared to 
large expanses of available habwtat mm the area, no significant umpacts to wildlife are anticipated 
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4.6.1 Proposed Action 
46.1.1 Big Game 


Loss of habitat and disturbances to animal activity would occur duc to the presence of 
comstructon activity on the proposed arca 


Constrechon of thes project may disturb up to 200 acres of pronghorn crucial winter range. 
During wenter ponods, mm occupied crucial winter range, construction activities could have an 
adverse effect on the pronghorn Avosding of menemizing construction activities between 
Movember 15 and April 30, as required by BLM management guidelines m critical range arcas, 
would prevem disterhances to pronghorn (BLM, 2003f) Impacts to the local population would 
mmchude loss of forage from removal of vegetation m the construction ROW and displacement m 
the vicumty of construction activities during the cxpected three-month construction penod Since 
much of the construction would be adjacent to cxsstong ROW 5, disturbances would be minimal to 
pronghorn amtclope herds in the arca. Following construction, the pipeline ROW would be 
reseeded with grasscs and fort: and would again be available to the species after the grasses are 
established. Due to tc availability of habitat m the surrounding arca, adverse impacts to 
pronghorn are anticipated to be rarmumal 


lempacts to other big game species are anticepated to be munemal. No crucial wenter range or other 
sensitive big game arcas for mule deer or moose would be crossed by the proposed pipeline. The 
20 acres of severe wenter relef range for chk would be used by elk only during extreme weather 
conditions or when better quality winter range cannot be found No significant impacts to 


rmigratory wildlife movements are anticrpated, and no fencing 1s proposed. 


46.12 Raptors 


According to USFWS guidelines, activities that would cause disturbance within 0.5 mile of 
raptor nests would be avoided between February | and July 31 (USFWS, 2003). Therefore, no 
impacts to raptors are expected 


46.1.3 Upland Birds, including Sage Grouse 


Due to the limited acreage of the proposed pipeline ROW and the large amount of habitat 
available to these species in the area, adverse wmpacts to upland game birds are not anticipated 
from construction and operation of this proyect 


Impacts to sage grouse would be further minimized if pypeline construction and maintenance 
activities did not occur between February | and July | during sage grouse breeding and nesting 
season. As described in Section 2.3.3.11, MGR would preclude construction activities within 
0.25 m.les of a sage grouse tcl, during strutting penods and would preclude construction within 
two miles of an active lek during the nesting season. Because the pipeline would be constructed 
in parallel and with overlap with existing pipeline ROWs, portions of the pipeline disturbance 
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would have been previously disturbed by the construchon of previously constructed papclincs. 
Approxematcly 478 acres of vegetation would be disturbed, wath some of the sagebrush not yet 
established from previous ursturhance Disruphon of a small amount of habrtat 1 mot cxpocted to 
adversely affect sage grouse 


46.14 Other Wildlife 


The progect ts antscepated to displace sndividual ansmals and berds mm the vicemity of construction 
activity. The disturbance would be lemitcd to the ROW and would be temporary duc to the 
anticapated three to four month construction penod and re-establishment of vegetation within anc 
to three years 


46.1.5 Fisheries 


Construction activities would have no measurable effects to fish populations in the Green and 
Blacks Fork nvers MGR would bore bencath the nvers. Prompt reclamation of nearby staging 
areas, as described m the applicant commutted mitigation measures in Section 2.3.10, would 
mimimaze the amount of sediments reaching the nver (BLM, 1999). 


46.1.6 Wild Horses 


The BLM considers any activity that results in substantial habitat loss or permanent reduction in 
population numbers below sct management levels a significant impact. Revegetation with 
palatable forage would occur along the ROW after construction is complete. Grasses would be 
established in approximately three years. Horses would be able to leave the relatively small, 
affected arca during pipeline construction. Due to the availability of habitat im the area 
surrounding the pipeline route, the 478-acre disturbance and short-term loss of forage caused by 
construction would not have a significant impact on the wild horses in the area. 


Consistent with mitigation presented in Section 2.3, MGR shall not open any more trench than 
can be successfully backfilled and compacted in a two-day pernod. Portions of the proposed 
ROW within 0.25 mile of livestock will be fenced if required by the BLM ficld agent. 
Application of these measures would also minimize impacts of open trench conditions on wild 
horses. 


4.6.2. No Action Alternative 


If construction and maitenance activities would not occur, impacts to wildlife and fisheries, 
whether positive or negative, would not occur. There would be no disruption of habitat or 
potential habitat. Because the proposed pipeline route lies adjacent to cxisting pipeline ROWs, 
additional pipeline construction could take place parallel and adjacent to the existing pipeline 
ROWs im the future. Effects, such as the ones described for this project could occur in 
association with the completion of a different pipeline proyect following the same route. 
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46.3 Cumulative Effects 


There wowld be no antocepated cumulative effects to wildhfc of firshones fram the construction of 
the proposed pupcleme §=The mcromerial drturbance assocaatod woth the papchne 's comstructan 
would not sgmficamtly add to disturbed arcas of threaten the viability of amy of the spocecs that 
may evratest the arca 


4.7 THREATENED ANO ENDANGERED AND SPECIAL STATUS 
SPECIES 


Actions that lead to a yoopardy opumon for any federally sted TAFE spocees would be commdored 
asigmficamt mmpact. An action thal causes any candidate species to bocome a listed TAFE specses 
would be conmdecred a sagmficant mmpact Worth conmderation given to the apphcant-commuttied 
mitigation measurcs as well as federal and state protectrve regulations and gusdcimes, no 
sgmficamt umpacts to TAF of sensitive ammmal and plant species are anticepated 


4.7.1 Proposed Action 
47.1.1 Bald Eagles 


The active bald cagle mest at the Green River crossimg would not be adversely affected or 
disturbed with umplementation of the MGR's proposed action and USFWS specified procedures 
that protect bald cagles. Federal guidelines prohibit disturbance within one mile of the nest 
between February | and August 15 


47.12 Black4tooted Ferret 


Although black-footed ferrets are extremely rare and have not been identified m the area, white 
tailed prairve dog colomes are present and could provide potential ferret habitat. To protect 
black-footed ferrets potentially occurring i the area from any potential umpact to individuals or 
habitat, ferret surveys would be conducted prior to construction. Surveys for black -footed ferrets 
would be conducted during July 2003 im all areas of suitable habitat within 0.5 mule of the 
proposed pipeline ROW If black-footed ferrets are located, MGR will consult with the 
appropriate agency to determine necessary mrtigative measures. Therefore, no mmpacts to black. 
footed ferrets would occur 


4.7.1.3 Grizzly Bear 


Relatively undisturbed mo otamous habitat is not present within or near the © «sed pipeline 
route; therefore, grizzly bears are not likely to occur m the areas crossed ») the proposed 
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papcheec. No adverere empacts to grurrly boars are aeicapaiod Guc to Oe com ruchen and 
aperahen of thes papchine proyoct 


4714 Canada lynx 


The absence of montane forcwt habtat slong the papcteme emdicatecs Canada lym are mot likety to 
ooow witlen the vwcemty of the proposed pepcieme No adverse mmpacts to Ge qpocees are 
expected as a result of comm@ructon and aperatian of thes propect 


4715 Gray Wolf 


The proposed papelene crosscs two tug game womtering arcas where gray wolves could potentially 
be preset However, pipclene construction, as currently planned for later summer and carly fall 
2003, would bkely not take place wuthen these areas wtwle they are occupied by tng game herds 
In addition to avonding these areas when big game and wolves are most tihely to be present, the 
slow comapcuows movements of comtruchon equapment are not likely to umpact thus highly 
mobile species. In the unlikely event that wolves are present mm the vicinity of the proposed 
papeline during construction and operations, mmpacts to the apecses, if any, would be limited to 
displacement of mdividuals durrng the daytime 


4.7.16 Mountain Plover 


Positive effects for the species may occur duc to the ground disturbance of construction and 
removal of taller vegetation. Adverse mmpacts to mouwntam plover are not anticipated if 
commencement of construction begens after the end of mesteng season on July 15. By this terme, 
young mountain plover should have already fledged 


4.7.1.7 T&E Fish Species 


Water withdrawals from the Green River for hydrostatic testing and dust control could have a 
negative effect on the TAE fish species im the river if large amounts were withdrawn. Water 
withdrawal would be permitted by the State of Wyoming with the concurrence of the USFWS. 
No significant adverse mmpacts to listed fish spocees are expected if permit condmons are met 


4718 Sensitive and Candidate Wildlife Species 


The Proposed Action is not likely to joopardize the status of sensitive or candidate wildlife 
species. Disturbance of sagebrush-grasslands may reduce potential habitat for swift fox Because 
of the swift fox's mobility and infrequent use of the area, the pipeline is not likely to poopardize 
the viability of the species. Pygmy rabbits would not be permanently displaced duc to 
availability of habitat in surrounding arcas and the short-term nature of pipeline construction. 
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Due to the ay mlatuht) of haba surrounding the praponed payline, mummal enacts arc 
eapocted 10 accur to the ka al wmall mammal pepulaticms of the arca 


Burrowing owls ot ow! news wore mot observed durmgy fickd surveys Arcas of sustabic habutat 
(prance dog Colores) unmade the praponed papchime Cormdor were omvewtgaiod during summer and 
fall of 2002 and again m April 2003 Surveys for burrowing owls would be conducted Gurung 
July 2003 pret to construction to ensure mo adverse effects would te generated If any owls arc 
oimerved, the apprapnatc © Senile buffcr would be observed until chucks have flodged (Oles, 
2003) 


Water wethdrawals from the Groen River for bydrostata testeng and dust control could have a 
negative effect on sensitive fish qpecies mm the river of large amounts were withdrawn, Water 
wethdrae al would be pormutiod by the State of Wyormng with the concurrence of the USFWS 
No sgmficamt adverse ompacts to buted fish specees are expected if permet condrtams are met 


4719 Threatened, Endangered, and Sensitive Plant Species 


No known populations of federally bsted plant specees are present wrthen the proposed papebone 
ROW Due to the documentation of potential habvtat for sensitive plant specses mm the vicemity of 
the prapesed papelene, populations may occur Accordeng to the BLM. surveys for these apecres 
mdi ated potential empacts to known populations wowld be minemal and would not poopardize 
the species duc to presence of habitat and populations on exther side of the 70- to W)-foot wide 


construction ROW (BLM, 20034) 


4.7.2 No Action 


If pupelime construction and mamicnance activities would not occur, mmpacts to TAE and 
sensitive anumal and plant species would not occur. There would be no disruption of habitat or 


potential habitat 


4.7.3 Cumulative Effects 


There would be no anticipated cumulative effects to wildlife ot fishenes from the construction of 
the proposed pipeline The mcremental disturbance associated with the prypeline's construction 
would not significantly add to disturbed areas im the area to threaten the viability of any of the 
species that may mmhabit the area 
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48 AIR QUALITY AND CLIMATE 
481 Proposed Action 


Asticcated umpacts to a quality would result from vetucke and heavy oqguapenent ‘canstructan 
equpmnom cihaut cmiwons and chev ated levels of parvculaics assacisiod woth comstructian 
tewies lncrcascs mm levels of fugitiwe Gus would be temporary aft any location The 
comstructias ste would be temporally and spatially changing as troncheng and smstaliahon takes 
place slang th: rowte Elevated fugstrve dum levels and exhaust cmmmons at any particular 
locaton are cxpocacd ts be relatrvely bref as the construction teme for the entire $5 S-enile route 
ss cstmated #t fou months MGR has cometiod to mune vebucle cxhsust ommmons 


through proper masitonark ¢ 


No acesdental cmmmmons are expected to be associated with rowtene pupcline operation because 
the pupetine wowld be burned 


Overall fugstrve dust ermiassons and mmpacts to an quality are expected to be neg ingrble 


4.8.2 No Action Alternative 


Showld the federal action be demoed, a emissons associated with construction activites 
associated with the pypeline would not occur Other emissons associated with existing industrial 
activites and vetucle exhaust from transportation corndors would still be present. 


4.8.3 Cumulative impacts 


Temporary exhaust ermisssons and particulate levels associated with construction and operation 
of the proposed pipeline would not effectively degrade existing air quality. There would be no 
long-term incremental adverse effect that would substantially change or degrade air quality 


4.9 VISUAL RESOURCES 
4.9.1 Proposed Action 


The proposed pipeline crosses the Green River and approximately four miles (7.2 percent of the 
55.S-mile long proposed pipeline) of land designated as VRM Class Il centered on the river. 
Construction and operation, including rociamation, of this segment of the prpeline through VRM 
Class Il lands will not change the existing character of the landscape and should not attract 
attention following the re-establishment of vegetation as part of committed reclamation of the 
disturbed construction ROW. No significant surface facilities or modifications of topography 
through excavation and filling are proposed that would change the existing character of the lands 
crossed by the existing pipelines, the adjacent proposed pipeline route, and the surrounding 
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landscape The mrver cromung by the papchine wall be Compictod by borung a tunnel boncath the 
nmver and pulling pax through bored tunne! to the other mde unsicad of tronchung the ver harks 


and bed to mumemre Sudurhane of the mcr hanks and hod 


Approummaicly 13 eules (23.4 percent) of the proposed pepciine would crows VRM Clam Il 
landscapes Comstructon and aperatian of the prapesed papcheme would not change the cxsstang 
character of the landscape following ROW revegetation Pepchme comstructon and aperatsan sn 
thus VRM class would exceed the roguiromoents for partially retameng the cursteng Character of 
the landscape. The activity may draw the aticnten of the casual obecrver, but should not 
Gomunate the landecape. The Blacks Fork River crosmng would also be bored, as described 
above for the Groen River crosmng, to mumemire wmpacts to the canting character of the 


Landac ape 


The romanming 38.5 mules (69 4 percent) of the 55 5.cmile long papelime would cross VRM Class 
TV landscapes that allow for mayor modifications of the cxssteng character of the landscape As 
the proposed pupelme would not result im major changes to the existing character of the 


landscape, the construction and operation of the proposed pupelime om thes VRM class of 
landscape would exceed VRM Class [V obyectrves 


Impacts to visual resources along the pupebine rowte would be mmugmficamt Construction of the 
pipelip- would not compromrse the existemg character of the landscape 


4.9.2 No Action Alternative 


Implementation of the No Action alternative would result mm no additional disturbance m the 


vicinity of the exrsteng natural gas pupelines, therefore, no additronal wmpacts to the existing 
character of the landscape would occur 


4.9.3. Cumulative impacts 


Reclamation'revegetation of the proposed pipeline along with the contimumng recovery of 
vegetation established on the adjacent pipeline ROWs would limit cumulative mmpacts to all 


three VRM classes and would maintam the existing character of the landscape 


4.10 NOISE 


The purpose of the noise analysis mm thes EA is to estimate and characterize construction and 
operational impacts resulting from the Proposed Action and the No Action Alternative. Detailed 
predictive noise modeling to precisely define future nore levels was not considered necessary 
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4.10.1 Proposed Action 


The promary source of mowne empacts renulteng from the Proposed Actsan would rouult from the 
heavy eguq~moem used for cammructimg the papchme §=Addmcmal nowne would also reeult from 
mereased traffic asscaccated wath papetine Cammruc trem 


Nowe ompacts dunng the comtrucuen phase would be temporary af any locaton The 
comm@iructiam sme would he termporally and anatially changeng as trometemg and emtaclateom takes 
place along the rowle Plewated mowe lewels @ any particular location are cupected to be 
relatively bref as the comstructscm tame for the cotere $$ S$ emuke route 1s estematod at four months 
Based on an average nowse level of 85 GRA measured at SO feet from a typical construchan site, 
the cupected morse level was cstemated betwoen the nearest Lnown receptar, the community of 
Granger, to a construction ste The distance between the two  appronematcly 2640 feet, ar 0 $ 
mule Usemg the brverse Square Law of Nome Propagation. the expected more level at Granger 1s 
appronumatcly $1 GRA (sce Table 4-1) The noise lewel would be lower than the EPA nome 
guidelines Therefore, no human receptors at remdences mm Granger are expected to be umpacted 
by papeleme construction acirvitses for even a short porned of tome during the daylight hours 
during wtech construction would take place 


Table 4-1 Reduction of Sound Level intensity from a Pipeline Construction Site 
as a Function of 
, “4 trom 


= 


ee. 


fisleitls 


Pipeline construction would cause truck traffic to mcrease slightly Nowe emanating from truck 
traffic, 56 to 75 GBA, is considerably less than noise generated by construction activities at 85 
dBA Truck traffic would be moonsistent and transient MGR has agreed to muffle construction 
equipment and velucles to minimize construction related noise impacts from traffic noise 


during construction are expecied to be msigm ficant 
small amount of mcremental traffic is not expected to be noticeable. There would be no noise 
impacts associated with the operation of the pypeline after rt 1s mstalled 


072 BA Chagner 4 4-16 q/ 


Ce 
Cet Alert. maa — aetna Manprete 


ee — 


410.2 No Action Alternative 


Strowid the fodoral action tre Gomed nowee aeeex umied wath comm@ract«n and ancratemal actrevties 
amocmted wath the paepcieee would aot coow The nome ampacts assumed wath costing 
maura! actrees trangportaan corméar and the wend however would util! he preset 


410.3 Cumulative impacts 


The small temporary trammenmt nowe ompacts associated with comstruction and aperatian of the 
proposed papctione would met effectively add to the cxesteng nowse Crrverammenmt There would be 
ne seg fac art Curmulatrye crmpacts to the mowne Fry ercmment 


4.11 CULTURAL RESOURCES 
4.11.1 Proposed Action 


Rec ause of the potential for the proyect to affect subsurface histanc properties not detected by the 
Class 11] ervemtery, an open trench mapection would be conducted em accor’ «ce with the terms 
of the Discovery Plan and Research Onentation, detailed m Append C of Class 11] Cultural 
Resource lnvemtory Mowntam (ras Resources Rendezvous Phase [V Pipeline Subletic and 
Sweetwater Counties, Wyormung, by Starnbrook and VYerkovich of Western Archacological 
Services, Rack Springs, W yorneng ( 2003) 


Per a BLM established Memorandum of Agreement covering this areca, the aspect of setteng for 
the histanc traits to be crossed by the propesed pupelme has been compromised, and therefore, 
does not contribute to the eligrtibity of the affected trarls om this area 


Because cultural resources that are not eligible for nommation to the National Register of 
Historic Places are not comenered “historic properties.” then by the Advisory Council's 
guidelines for Section 106 compliance there would be no adverse effect on any bhustorc 


properties by the construction or mamtenance of the proposed prpebeme 


No impacts to traditional cultural properties are anticepated duc to the absence of identified 
Native Amencan tribal concerns 


4.11.2 No Action Alternative 


implementation of the No Action alternative would result im no addrtional mmpacts to cultural 
resources beyond those mmpacts that have already occurred from previous pipeline, road, utility 
lines, and other facility construction, and ongowng impacts from operations and maiutenance of 
facies and from livestock grazing activities 
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4.11.3 Cumulative impacts 


Becaus: cultural resources Gut are not chpiiic for 
Hemerx Places are mot commdcred “huterk prapetee = ‘hem 


There would mot he omcreasod crmpleymen opportunites for the commtructian and aperatian of the 
proposed pupeleme due to use of available exrsteng papebeme workforce m the region However, 
there would be mecreased tas revenucs generated by the papeleme Tan revenues are generally 
evabuated as postrve empacts for an arca 


There would be mo mnflux of workers and thew families to the area because the workers who 
designed and would construct the pipeline are current employees of MGR and residents of 
southwestern Wyorme:«g Therefore the proposed papeline would not place additional demands 
on schools and other governmental services 


Hts unbkely that comstruction of the pypelime would generate high levels of concern, apposston, 
ot dusatufacton among local remdents The o! and gas mdustry is the prmary revenue- 
generating actrvety om the area and provides employment opportummtes for many local resdents 
Thus project 1s expecially benign because of its proposed location parallel and adjacent to exrsteng 
pipelines. 


4.12.2 No Action Alternative 


The possible beneficial effects of building the pipeline to ermployment opportunsties mm the area 
would not occur. 


4.12.3 Cumulative impacts 


Construction of the pipeline would support the viability of the oi! and gas imdustry, which 
provides a large part of the cconomic stability of southwestern Wyoming increased 
employment opportunities may occur m the region if energy production grows im the region 
supported by the proposed pipelyne as a result of the increased capacity to bring the gas resource 
to market after the construction of the pypelene 
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4.13 ENVIRONMENTAL JUSTICE 


‘wane of the counties affected ty the proposed papectene has a bagh prcaperticen of mmenarity cr how 
moame papulatecms Therefore there would he no effects to em wonmontal pustace 


4.14 HAZARDOUS MATERIALS AND WASTE 


4.141 Proposed Action 


Hazardows maternals used to comsmtruct the papeieme would be used on a termporary bases during 
the commtructhon phase only Natural gas trananert through papetnes is regulated by federal and 
wate regulatiom that ensure papcbene safety 


Hazardous materials needed to complete the papetene comstructian would be comtanmed om maternal 
tranapert comtamers or mm vebucle fuel tanks The possitulety of chemmecal spills and releases 
moreases as industrial development accurs, however hazardous « aste amills would be cleaned up 
by the responsible parity to prevemt endangering hurnan health or mournng environmental 
damage and wowld be diraposed of apprapmately The tramapart and use of hazardows materials 1s 
regulated by federal and state laws Violation of these laws cowld result om adverse mmpacts to 
emvwronmental resources Illegal hazardows waste dumpung or alls cowld damage these 
resources uot totally remove vegetation from the mmmeodiate vecerety 


Proyect operatioms would apply with afl apphcable laws and regulations, mctuding those 
procedures apecifred om its management plans The applicant comrm|tted mutigation measures 
would ensure that nom hazardous wastes generated durmmg pipeleme comstruction would be 
managed apprapnately Therefore hazardows matenals manapornent activites and waste 
management are not expected to adversely umpact wildlife, vegetation, sovls, water, the ai, or 
any other environmental resource 


4.14.2 No Action Alternative 


There would be no ermpacts fom the use of hazardous matenals or chermecals associated with the 
proposed pipeleme Hazardous maternals would continue to be used m thew current capacity m 
association with other mndustnal propocts occurring em the areca 


4.14.3 Cumulative impacts 


The sncidental use of hazardous matenals would act co: trrsute to the cumulatrve empacts of the 
use of such materials 
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5.1 RECORD OF PERSONS, GROUPS, AND 
GOVERNMENTAL AGENCIES CONTACTED 


5.1.1 Government and Tribal Offices 


Sublette ( county ( commerasecwers 
Sublette ( cusnty Planning ard (be escapees 
Sweets ater ( county ( cormmmrsnscmers 
Sweets ater ( cunt) Plemneng and 
Dev chapenerr 
Cervernar State of W yermeng 
Northern: Arapahoe Basemens ( cum yl 
Showheme ( alteral Offre 
Shevsheme Trvtal ( crm »! 

Shoshone Ranmact T rites 
Shoshone Farmmect Trytal ( cnn +! 
Une Tribal Cultural Resources 

(ite Trike Barsemens ( crmerettoe 

US. Army Corps of Dnguneers 

US Departmen of Pnergy 

US Fish and Wildlife Service 

US Natural Resources ( omsery ation 
US Represemtatrve Barbara ( when 


5.1.2 Organizations 


Ammal Protect: = Inetetute of Amenca 
Amencan Wend Pnorgy Asseactatron 
Phodiversety Asnex sates 

Defenders of Wihic 

Earth justice Leg | bund 
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US Senmter Crag Thoma 

US Senator Michaet Finr 

(SO Bureas of | and Managemen Sime 
Doerex tem 

USE") Bureaw of Rec larmatran 

USD Office of Far wormmerntal Poly and 
( coewepehearn € 

W vormeng Departement of 7 raraprcert atecm 
Wvommeng Departement of Fm eremmment al 
(Quabety 

W overereemg Cearme amd brah [ beprartererdt 

W vewreme State ( learmmghewne Office of 
Federal | and’ Poe y 

W vertrvemg Oh! amd (ras ( omaery ateer 

( compperee seer 

W vewrvemge SHIP) 

W vowrreng State Ropresemtatrves 

W vewreme State Sematiows 


Frommers of Freeder - Poaple fer the | SA 
(rremct Vellow stome ( eabrtran 

Hurnane Sacsety of the U'S 

National Wildlife - ederaten 

Natural Resources Defeme ( cumer! 
Mormon Trarks Asmex sation 
Natranal Pony Fapress Asseceatrom 
OCTA 
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People fo: the USA 


Wyoming Association of Professional 


People for W yormng Archoologists 

Petroleum Associaivon of Wyoming Wyoming Association of Professsonal 
Petroleum Information Cormp Histonans 

Public Lands Advocacy Wyomiug Associaton of Municipalsiics 
Safan Club International Wyoming Business Alliance 

Sierra Club W yorning Chapter W yormuing Outdoor Council 
Southwest Wyoming Mule Decr Foundation Wyoming Public Lands Counc! 
Southwest W yoming Industrial Assoc W yvorung SHPO 

Southwest W yormng Mincral Assoc Wyoming Sportsman's Association 
The Nature Conservancy W yorung State Grazing Board W young 
The Wilderness Society Wildlife Federation 

Trout Unlimited Wyoming Wool Growers Association 
Western Wyoming Mule Deer Foundation 

Wyoming Advocates for Animals 

5.1.3 Industry 

ABO Petro Corp Energen Resources Corp 

Amencan Cometra Inc FMC Corporation 

Anadarko RME Petroleum Corporation Energetics 88 LTD 

Atofina Petrochemicals Inc EOG Resources Inc 

Donald B Anderson LTD Exxon Company USA 

ATAT Freeman Investments 

Bataa Oil loc. General Chemical 

Belco Petroleum Corp Guaranty Energy Group 198! 

Berco Resources LLC FMC Wyoming Corporation 

Big West Oil & Gas Inc Forest Onl Corp 

BP America Production Co Fuel Resources Dev Co 

BR Herbaly Petroleum Corp 

Bridger Valley Electric Assn Jonah Gas Gatherine Co 

Burlington Resources O&G Co LP Jonah Energy Co. LLC 

Cabot Oil & Gas Corp Karser-Frances On! 

Canbam Resources Inc Robert W. Kent 

Chevron USA Inc Key Production Co. Inc 

Colorado Interstate Gas Co KG Metering & Operation 


Crown Oil & Gas Co. Inc 
D & R Energy Program 1978 


Lar On! & Gas Co 


Legacy Energy Corp 
Lincoln Petroleum LTD 


Debernard: Construction Co : 
Duke Energy Field Services LP Marathon Oi. Co 

Idaho Power Co Marshall A Winston inc 
Mark A. Chapman McMurray Onl Co 


Encana Energy P.csources Inc 


Merit Energy Partrerstup LP 
Mid-Amenca Pipeline Co 
Mountain Gas Resources, Inc 
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Moentain Gas Transportaton, Inc 
Mycu industnes Inc 

Nerd Gas Go Lif 

Nortex Corp 

Northwest Exploration Co 
Northw cst Pipeline Corporation 
OC] W yormng LP 

Occan Energy in 

Overland Trail Transmesmon LL 
Pacific Power A Light 

Pacific Emterprises Oil Co USA 
Panhandle Eastern Pipcline 
Petroleum Association of W yvorming 
Pipelyne Services of W yormung 
Pittsburg A Midway Mine 
Questar Exploration A Production 
Questar Gas Management Co 
Questar Pipeline Co 

Quest Corporation 

Rende7\ ous Gas Services 
Samedan On! ( omy 

Seguro Onl & Gras Inc 

Schultz Mi Sonithw ick 


5.1.4 Individuals/Permittees 


Big Sandy and Green River Livestock Co 
Midland Dunton Sheep Company 

Bruce EF and Margret B. Jones 

Roberts Ranch Partnership 

Jon Chuld 

W & M thoman Ranches, LLC 

Argyles’ Ranch, 'nx 

Frank Fear Cattle Co 


Senclan Oni Corporation 
Stone Energy LL 
Solvay Moncrals 


Southwest W yorung Industnal Asseciation 


Sovcragn Imvcstments Inc 
Stephen Sauwth Inc 

Texaco Exploration A Production Inc 
Toklan Oi! & Gas Corp 

Tom Brown, Inc 

Westport Onl A Gas Co. LP 
Witham G Hels Est 

Wilhams Gas Processing Company 
Yates Drilling Co 

Lilhe M Yates Est 

V ates Petroleum Corp 

ATO Energy Inc 

NVZ, bx 


CAD Enterprises, LLC 
Denms Hunzcker 

Mike Sems 

Victor Powers 

JR Broadbent 

David H. Thoman 
Arnold Larson 

R Gunter Family Partnership 
Leland Cattle Company 
( harlotte Carlisle 
Rodwell Ranch LL 
Ann Tuptho 


Tq 
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5.2 LIST OF PREPARERS 


5.2.1 O8&G Environmental Consulting 


Bonme Carson Projyect Management, EA Preparation 

Rochard Bel! EA ' renaraton, OA OX 

Chris Gayer Biological Field Survey, EA Preparation 
Andrew Fabian Biological Field Survey, EA Preparation 

Bea VanHlorn Document Coordination A Production, Editing 
Joanne Bac alman Document Production 


5.2.22 ForeRunner Corporation 


Rochard Clif Craphocs 


5.2.3 Western Archaeological Services 


Jana Paster (Cultural Resources 
Jom Starbhroot (Cultural Resources 
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APPENDIX A 


SCOPING LETTER AND LIST OF 
RECIPIENTS 


LU nied States Department of the Interior 


mew Ce LANE MAN WA 


ber tees ve 6 het ¢ Oy 


ES Petirwa 8% Sond To" 
bee meve: Women & 10 Remdte rvous EA 
Jarwary 6. 2003 
SCOPING NOTICE 
MOUNTAIN GAS RESOURCES wc 
PROPOSED RENDEZVOUS PHASE Iv 20" 
PIPELINE PROJECT 


Dear Reader 


Mourntam Gas Resauroes inc (MGR) has notthed the Bureau of Land Management (BLM) Rock 
Springs and Kermrmnerer Fretd Offices of proposed plans to construct. aperate and marnitain a burned 
20.19 Gharmeter natural gas papetine and related facies between the Granger Gas Plant im the 
SE. of Section 16. T18N R1TTW. 6" Principal Meridian (PM) Sweetwater County Wyoring and a 
pipeline connection in the NEVE of Section 34. T277N. R111W. 6” PM. Suttetie County, 
Wyormwng The enciosed document serves as notice of the beginning of the environmental anahysrs 
process to full the requirements of the National Environmental Policy Act (WEPA) An 
enwronmnental assessment wil he prepared for thes praposal Shauid the environment assessment 
process reveal the potential for significant mpacts an Environmental irmpact Staternent (E'S) will be 
prepared 


Hf you Rave comoerns sues of alternatives you would like to see addressed please reapond with 
your written comments by February 10 2003 Send written comments to 


Kelly Lamborn NEPA Coordinator 
Kermrmnerer Featd OMioe 
312 Highway 16° North 
Kerwnerer WY 8310' 


Enclosed with ffs scagyng notice is a notification card ff you would Whe to receive a copy of the 
environmental document please return the card if you have questions regarding the proyect 
t /oposal or the NEPA process please contact Kelly Lamborn at (307) 6278-4505 


rs 


Suncerety | 

J Wy) 
Veg: / if 
FL Jet! Rawson 

Feit Manager 


Enclosure Soopung Notime 


(¢] 


Description of Project 


Mountain Gas Resources, Inc (MGR). a subsicary of Western Gas Resources. inc. of 
Denver, Colorado, has notified the Bureau of Land Management (BL), Rock Springs 
and Kernmmerer Field Offices that MGR proposes to construct. operate. and maintain a 
buned 20-snch diameter natural gas pipeline and related facilities between the Granger 
Gas Plant in the SE of Section 16, TIN, R11 1W, 6” Principal Meridian (PM), 
Sweetwater County, Wyorning and 2 pipeline connection in the NEYNE of Section 34. 
T27N, R111W, 6” PM. Sublette County, Wyoming Related sbove ground facilities 
include valves piggrig equipment, side taps. and metering equiprnent No compression 
facilities are needed for ihe proposed Rendezvous Phase fv 20° Pipeline Proyect The 
proposed papeline would connect an existing natural gas plant with an existing papetine 
at the Bird Canyon Compressor Station This connection would allow MGR more 
flexibility in rneeting delivery needs 


The praposed papeline would be constructed parallel and adjacent to existing pipelines 
within an existing pipeline corridor for ts entire ngth of approsimately 291 560 feet (55 
miles) Approsrmately 224 380 feet (42 miles) of the proposed pipeline s right-of way 
(ROW) cross federal lands administered by the BLM The remaining lands are state 
and private lands and the ownerstup pattern is checkerboard south of the Green River 
crossing and mostly federal north of the river 


The proposed pipeline would cross State Highway 30 in NW ANW' of Section 28. 
TION, R111W. Sweetwater County, Wyorning on private land The Emigrant Trai, the 
Union Pacific Xallroad tine, and th). Blacks Fork River would be crossed in SW NW. 
of Section 28. T19N. R11 1W on private land The existing pipelines in the corridor and 
the Exxon Road would be crossed in SW NW of Section 34, T23N, R11 TW. 
Sweetwater County, Wyorning on federal land The Green River would he crossed in 
SW" of Section 16, T23N, R11 1W. on state land 


MGR has requested a 70-foot wide corridor for construction and a SO-foot wide 
permanent ROW for operational and maintenance purposes Staging areas 20-feet 
wide by 100 feet in length would be required for construction on both sides of road and 
strearn crossings im rugged terrain and other areas as dictated by ste specific 
conditions The construction ROW width at these staging areas would be increased to 
@ total of 90 feet Workepace of 150 feet by 300 feet on each sxte of State Highway 30. 
the Black Fork River and Union Pacific Railroad tine, and the Green River for horizontal 


Tas 


Grectonal @" (WD) operations would be required and would increase the with of the 
conmsireciian ROW! at these locations to 150 feet 


Cathodic test stations would be mstalied at al crossings of existing ppelines. on one 
wide of al road bores. both exes of horizontal Grectional drills. anc at least every one 
mite aang the proposed ppeime The ppeline would be hydrostatically pressure tested 
atter the pipeline © completed Test water would tkely be obtained from the Blacks 
Fort and Green Riwer The withd:awal and discharge «' the tes waters would be 
conducted m cornphance with all applicable state and feJeral requirements 


An environmental assessment (EA) ts being prepared by the applicant for the proposed 
proyect. The EA wil diaciose the direct, indirect. and cumulative effects of the Proposed 
Action and alternatives for the construction ann op: ration of the proposed Rendezvous 
Phase 'V Pipeline The EA wil be submitted t. the SLM Rock Springs and Kemmerer 
Field Offines for review and approval. Pipeline cunstruction would begin as soon as all 
permits and ROW have been secured, a Notice to Proceed is obtained from the BLM. 
trofogecal stipulations conirolimg access are met, and weather conditions pert 
Construction  antopated to take apprommately three months. 


Relationship to Existing Plans and Documents 


Doournents that direct management of BLM-admunistered lands within the analysis area 
are the Record of Decision for the Green River Resource Management Pian (RMP), 
dated August 8 1997. and the Re-ord of Decision for the Kemmerer RMP, dated April 
29. 1986 These management plans provide for land use guidance for development of 
ol and gas reserves. including transrnission of hydrocarbons to distribution points by 
pipelines The proposed Rendezvous Phase IV Pipeline Project is in conformance with 
both RMPs The environmental analysis that will be prepared on this project will 
incorporate appropriate decisions, terms, and conditions of use described in the RMPs. 


identified Resource Management Issues, Concerns, and Opportunities 


The following issues and concerns have been identified by the BLM to date it is not 
meant to be an all-inclusive list, but rather a starting point for public input and a means 
of identifying the resource disciplines to be addressed in the analysis Land and 
resource management issues ard concerns associated with pipeline construction and 
Operation mode 


‘ Potential empacts to wikdite habitats w*tun the analysis area, including big game. 
(rmountamn plover praine dogs/black footed ferrets), and raptors 
‘ Threatened and Endangered and Candidate plant species 


. Road developrnent, increased traffic and associated mnpacts on existing County, 
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State, and BLM roads 
° Social and economic impacts to local comm. shes 


° impacts to surface waters, groundwater, and npanan and wetland areas. 
including depletions from the Colorado River system 


° Potential impacts to sensitive soils within the analysis area 
° Potential impacts to paleontological values within the analysis area 
° Reclamation of disturbed areas and control of noxious weed invasions 


° Potential conflicts with lard uses including recreation and livestock management 
operations in the analysis area. including possible mmpacts to range 
improvements 


. Potential impacts to cultural and histoncal values within the analysis area 


° Cumulative effects of this proposed project and other ongoing or planned energy- 
related activities in the vicinity of the proposed pipeline 


Public Participation 


The purpose of this notice is to invite the public to comment on the proposed 
Rendezvous Phase [V Pipeline Project early in the EA preparation process so that all 
relevant issues can be addressed in the EA Your comments must be postmarked no 
later than February 10, 2003. Please send your written comments to 


Address Kelly Lamborn, NEPA Coordinator 
BLM — Kemmerer Field Office 
312 Highway 189 North 
Kemmerer, WY 83101 

E-mail address ‘emmerer_wymail@bim gov 


Should you not submit written comments, but wish to remain on the mailing list for the 
Rendezvous Phase IV Pipeline Project. p'ease complete the enclosed pre-addressed 
Card and return by February 10,2003. Thank you for your interest in this project 


The following individuals and organizations will receive a copy of this scoping 
statement. 


Government and Tribal Offices: 

Sublette County Commissioners 

Sublette County Planning and Development 
Sweetwater County Commissioners 


Li 


Sweetwater County Planning and Development 
Governor, State of Wyorng 

Northern Arapahoe Busmess Council 

Shoshone Cultural Office 
Shoshone Tribal Council 
Shoshone-Bannock Tribes 
Shoshone-Bannock Tribal Council 

Ute Tribal Cultural Resources 

Ute Tribe Business Committee 

U.S. Army Corps of Engineers 

U.S. Department of Energy 

U.S. Fish and Widiife Service 

U S. Natural Resources Conservation 

US. Representative Barbara Cubin 

U.S. Senator Craig Thomas 

U.S. Senator Michael Enzi 
USDi/Bureau of Land Management State Director 
USDi/Bureau of Reclamation 

USDV/Office of Environmental Policy and Compliance 
Wyoming Department of Transportation 
Wyoming Department of Environmental Quality 
Wyoming Game and Fish Department 

Wyoming State Clearinghouse, Office of Federal Land Policy 
Wyoming Oi and Gas Conservation Commission 


Ecology and Environment inc 
Frontiers of Freedom - People for the USA 
Greater Yellowstone Coalition 
Humane Society of the US 
National Wildlife Federation 
Natural Resources Defense Council 
Mormon Trails <.ssociation 
National Pony Express Association 
OCTA 

People for the USA 
People for Wyoming 

Petroleum Association of Wyoming 
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Petroleum information Corp 

Publc Lands Advocacy 

Satan Club International 

Sierra Club Wyoming Chapter 
Southwest Wyoming Mule Deer Foundation 
Southwest VW/yoming industrial Assoc 
Southwest Wyoming Mineral Assoc 

The Nature Conservancy 

The Wilderness Society 

Trout Unienited 

Western Wyoming Mule Deer Foundation 
Wyormng Advocates for Anmnats 


Big West O# & Gas Inc. 

BP America Production Co 

BR 

Bridger Valley Electric Assn 
Burlington Resources O4G Co LP 
Cabot Oi & Gas Corp 

Caribam Resources Inc 
Chevron USA Inc 

Colorado interstate Gas Co 
Crown Oi & Gas Co. Inc 


D & R Energy Program 1978 
Debernardi Construction Co 


[JA 
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Questar Exploration & Production 
Questar Gas Management Co 
Questar Pipeline Co 

Qwest Corporation 
Rendezvous Gas Services 
Samdan O# Corp 
Seguaro Oi & Gas inc 
Schultz M Smithwick 
Sincian Oi Corporation 
Stone Energy LLC 

Solvay Minerals 


Southwest Wyoming industrial Association 


Sovereign investments inc 
Stephen Smith inc 

Texaco Exploration & Production inc 
Toklan Oi & Gas Corp 

Tom Brown, inc 

Ann Tujilio 
Westport Oi & Gas Co. LP 
Witham G Hels Est 

Withams Gas Processing Company 
Yates Drilling Co 
Lilie M Yates Est 

Yates Petroleum Corp 

XTO Energy inc 

XYZ, Inc 


INDIVIDUAL S/PERMITTEES 
Big Sandy and Green River Livestock Co 
Midiand Dunton Sheep Company 
Bruce E and Margret B Jones 
Roberts Ranch Partnership 

Jon Child 

W & M Thoman Ranches, LLC 
Argyles’ Ranch, inc 
Frank Fear Cattle Co 

C&D Enterprises, LLC 

Dennis Hunzeker 

Mike Sims 

Victor Powers 

JR Broadbent 

David H. Thoman 

Arnold Larson 

R_ Gunter F amily Partnership 
Leland Cattle Company 
Charlotte Carlisle 


jf 


Rodwell Ranch LLC 
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APPENDIX B 


MAPS SHOWING ACCESS ROADS 
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APPENDIX C 


MAPS SHOWING ANIMAL SPECIES OF 
_CONCERN, HABITAT AND LOCATIONS 
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APPENDIX D 


MAP OF VISUAL RESOURCE 
_MANAGEMENT SENSITIVITY CLASSES 
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Visual Resource Management Sensitivity Classes Along Proposed Pipeline 


Routes. 
Adapted from: Map 3.9, BLM, 1999 
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